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H  E  fubje6l  on  which  I  mean  to 
hazard  a  few  thoughts  has  lately 
been  brought  before  the  publick  by  a 
Layman,  it  is  faid,  of  high  rank,  in  a 
Pamphlet,  intitled,  "  Hints  to  the  new 
Aflbciation."  In  oppofition  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  publication  two  pamphlets 
have  recently  appeared,  one  intitled, 
"  A  Vindication  of  the  Dodrines  and 
Liturgy  of  the  Church  of  England;" 
the  other,  "  An  Apology  for  the  Li- 
turgy and  Clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England."  I  flatter  myfelf  I  fhould 
feel  no  difficulty  in  making  a  minute 
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and  fatisfa6tory  anfwer  to  both  thefe 
Pamphlets ;  but  there  are  Ibme  things 
in  both  of  them,  which  1  dare  not  truft 
myfelf  with  anfwering  circumftantially, 
left  I  lliould  be  thereby  betrayed  into 
the  adoption  of  petulant  and  imperious 
diction,  into  the  ufe  of  rude  and  offen- 
five  feiitiment :  I  will  endeavor,  with- 
out referring  to  thi  m,  to  reply  to  every 
obfervation  of  conftquence  in  either  of 
them. 

I  am  happy  in  the  outfet  in  know- 
ing, that  the  minds  of  men  in  general, 
and,  efpecially,  that  the  minds  of  thofe 
men  who  conftitute  the  legiflature  of 
this  country,  are  too  liberal  and  en- 
larged to  be  ftartled  by  that  miferable 
excufe  for  fupinenefs  and  inattention 
to  matters  of  great  concernment,  by 
that  fliallow  pretence  for  not  doing  that 
which  for  other,  but  not  oftenfible,  rea- 
fons  a  man  wifnes  not  to  be  done ;  by 
that  ftale  and  contemptible  cant — the 
danger  of  innovation. — The  retrenching 
the  privileges  of  Parliament  was  an  in- 
novation J 
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Novation ;  the  changing  the  mode  of 
determining  contefted  eledlions  was  an 
innovation  ;  the  freeing  dilTenting  mi- 
nifters  from  the  neceffity  of  fubfcribing 
to  our  articles  was  an  innovation  ;  the 
relaxing  the  laws  againft  Popery  was 
an  innovation — thefe  and  other  inno- 
vations, equally  ufeful  to  the  ftate, 
have  been  made  in  the  reir-  oi  George 
the  'Thirds  and  if  another  innovation — 
a  Review  of  the  Liturgy  and  Articles 
of  the  Church  of  England — lliould  be 
added  to  the  number,  it  would  neither 
bring  difcredit  to  the  chara6ler,  nor 
difturbance  to  the  Government,  of  the 
Monarch ;  both  of  which  are  as  dear 
to  thofe  who  contend  for  the  expe- 
diency of  the  meafure,  as  they  can  pof- 
iibly  be  to  thofe  who  oppofe  it. 

I  am  far  from  thinking,  with  fome, 
that  the  multitude,  in  general,  is  fond 
of  novelty  and  innovation,  On  the 
contrary,  I  am  perfuaded,  that  the  man 
who  attacks  ancient  eflablifliments  of 
any  fort,  but  efpecially  ancient  Church 
B  2  Eftablifli' 
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E(lal)lilliments,.even  of  the  moft  oppro- 
brious and  immoral  kintlj  is  much  more 
Hkely  to  have  the  multitude  againft 
him  than  with  him.  By  an  inexpli^ 
cable  mechanifm,  I  had  almoil  faid  in 
human  nature,  every  man  becomes  fond 
of  what  he  has  been  ufed  to ;  the  habit 
of  thinking  and  reafoning  on  any  Tub- 
je(5t  is  changed  with  great  difficulty ; 
and  the  change  is  feldom  attempted  to 
be  made,  becaufe  the  very  attempt  is 
accompanied  with  an  humiliating  and 
uneafy  apprehenfion  of  our  having 
been  in  the  wrong.  Few  men  have 
moderation  enough  even  to  examine, 
with  candour  and  care,  opinions  fub- 
verfive  of  their  own. — Flerique  (I  quote 
not  Latin  for  the  fake  of  fliewing  my 
learning,  but  of  exprefling  in  elegant 
language  my  meaning).  Flerique^  fays 
Cicero,  err  are  mahmt^  eamque  fenten- 
Ham  qiiam  adamaverunt  pugnaciffime 
defendere^  quam  fine  pertinacia  quid 
conjlajttilfime  dicatur  exquirere. 

We 


[     5     ] 

We  all  know  how  long  it  was  before 
Cbriftianity  triumphec]  effe6lually  over 
Faganifm.  The  multitude,  for  many 
years  afuer  the  Gofpel  had  been 
preached  amongft  them,  adhered,  in 
every  city  of  the  Roman  Empire,  to 
tn-ir  idols,  and  following,  with  blind 
obedience,  the  admonitions  of  their 
priefis  to  fuifer  no  innovation,  main- 
tained the  fiiperftition  of  their  anceftors. 
At  fo  late  a  period  as  in  the  year  384, 
when  the  Emperors  too  v/ere  become 
Chriilians,  we  find  the  fenate  of  Rome 
fending  a  deputation  to  them  at  Con- 
flantinopie,  and  petitioning  for  the 
refloration  of  the  altar  of  Viclory,  the 
lands  of  the  Priefls,  and  the  college  of 
the  Vefials.  Symmachus^  Prefe61:  of 
Rome,  and  High  Prieil  of  Paganifm, 
was  at  the  head  of  this  deputation:  he 
artfully  perfonified  Rome^  and  intro- 
duced the  facred  city,  pleading  in  the 
petition  the  caufe  of  Paganifm,  in  a 
manner  wholly  fimilar,  in  fubftance,  to 
that  in  which  the  enemies  of  reform 
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of  church  eflablifhments  have  addrefTed 
themfelves  to  their  civil  rulers,  in  every 
age  and  country  of  the  world :  "  O  ye 
beft  of  princes,  the  fathers  of  your 
country,  revere  my  great  age  to  which 
thefe  rites  of  Religion  have  brought 
me,  and  let  me  ftill  follow  the  ancient 
obfervances,  Thefe  rites  drove  Han- 
nibal from  my  walls,  and  the  Gauls 
from  the  capital.  And  have  I  lived  fo 
long  to  be  correiled  in  old  age  r  Let 
me  know  what  this  new  inftitution  is  ? 
Sure  I  am,  that  to  reclaim  old  age  is  an 
imfeafonable  and  diflionourable  under- 
taking." 

We  all  know  how  long  it  was  be- 
fore Frotejlatitijm  effedlually  triumphed 
over  Popery ;  before  the  reform  of  the 
dodrine  and  woriliip  of  the  Church 
propofed  by  Wickiiffe  was  eftabliflied  in 
this  country.  Its  followers,  indeed, 
were  numerous,  and  amongli  them 
were  perfons  of  great  eminence  in  the 
flate ;  for  fo  abfurd  were  the  dodrines, 
fo   fuperltitious  the  rites  cf  the  Efta- 
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bliflied  Church,  fo  oppreflive  the  ty- 
ranny of  the  pope,  fo  great  the  power, 
fo  exorbitant  the  wealth,  and  fo  profli- 
gate the  manners  of  the  Clergy,  that 
his  innovations,  which  were  levelled  at 
the  corre6tion  of  thefe  enormities,  were 
acceptable  to  perfons  of  all  ranks ;  yet 
the  bulk  of  the  nation  ftill  continued 
their  attachment  to  the  Church  Efta- 
blifliment.  "  Though  WicklifFe  and  his 
followers  dete6ted  many  of  the  errors, 
and  expofed  many  of  the  fuperilitious 
pra6lices  of  the  church,  the  Clergy  ob- 
llinately  refufed  to  abandon  any  of 
thofe  errors  or  relinquifh  any  of  thofe 
fa  per  flit  ions,  and  perfecuted  with  un- 
relenting cruelty  all  who  attempted  the 
fmalleft  reformation.  The  declamers 
of  the  Lollards  againft  the  excellive 
power  and  riches,  and  fcandalous  lives 
of  the  Priefts,  inflamed  their  rage 
againft  them,  and  made  them  reje61: 
all  their  other  opinions  without  exami- 
nation ;  and  the  laity  in  general  were 
ftiil  too  ignorant,  or  too  indifferent,  to 
B  4  form 
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form  opinions  for  themfelves  on  fub- 
jed:s  of  that  kind," 

A  thoiifand  otiier  jnftances  might 
have  been  produced  in  proof  of  the 
rehi6lance  with  which  men  admit  in- 
novations in  the  Rehgion  to  which  they 
h^ve  been  accuftomed;  but  thele  may 
be  fufficient,  for  rendering  queiiionable 
that  opinion  which  reprefents  the  mAil- 
titude  as  fond  of  innovation.  Tiiey 
may  be  fufficient  too,  if  impartially 
conlidered,  for  fuggeifing  a  little  doubt, 
for  infpiring  a  little  diiTidence,  into  the 
minds  of  thofe  wiio,  in  our  days, -fo 
zealoufly  and  fo  proudly  oppofe  every 
tfep  towards  a  reform^ation,  treating, 
with  rancorous  bigotry  and  infolent 
temerity,  thofe  who  v/ith  modefty  and 
iincerity  prefume  to  bint  its  expediency. 
We  may  all  think  ourfelves  happy  in 
being  born  in  enlightened  times;  for 
which  of  us  can  fay  that,  had  he  lived 
in  the  days  of  Symmachus  or  of  Wick- 
liife,  he  would  not  have  concurred  with 
the  fenate  of  Rome  in  petitioning  for 
6  the 
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the  continuance  of  Paganifni,  or  witli 
tho  Cier2:y  of  En^Tland  in  maintaining: 
the  eftabliihment  of  popery  r  Redlitude 
of  intention  alone  will  not  juftify  a 
man's  condutSi,  though  invincible  })re- 
judices  may.  Strong  perfuaiion,  and 
bold  affeveration  that  nothino-  is  wron^y, 
are  but  fimple  modes  of  proving  every 
thing  to  be  right  in  a  Church.  When 
^r^/z/is'.f/,  Archbiiliop  of  York,  compelled, 
by  the  terror  of  the  ilake  and  faggot, 
the  recanting  Lollards  to  iwear,  "  that 
they  would  worflhp  images  with  pray- 
insf  and  ofTerin^x  unto  them,  in  the 
worihip  of  the  Saints  tiiat  they  be  made 
after,"- — he  had,  I  queilion  not,  redli- 
tude  of  intention,  and  iiroug  perfuadon 
that  every  thing  was  right  in  the 
diurch,  to  plead  in  excufe  for  his  vio- 
lence ;  yet  one  cannot  but  wiih,  that 
his  confcieiice  infiead  of  being  errone- 
ous had  been  jail" ;  nay,  even  that  it  had 
been  but  fo  much  as  fcrupulous,  that 
he  had  heiitated  a  little,  before  he  made 
p^en  Avear  to  obey  Holy  Church  in  tlie 
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worfliip  of  images.  We  have  not  now 
any  Jrundeh  to  fear;  Holy  Church  hath 
no  images  to  worlhip;  but  whether 
every  thing  is  fo  right  and  ought  to  be 
kept  fo  tight  in  her  \^orfhip  and  doc- 
trine, that  nothing  can  be  amended,  or 
ought  to  be  attempted,  is  what  no  af- 
firmations which  I  have  heard,  no  ar- 
guments which  I  have  hitherto  read, 
have  induced  me  to  alTent  to. 

Whatever  truth  then  there  may  be 
in  the  proportion  which  afferts,  that 
the  multitude  is  fond  of  innovation  (and 
I  do  not  deny  that  there  is  fome  truth 
in  it,  for  we  know  that  the  multitude 
can  on  fome  occalions  fee  what  is  right), 
I  think  that  the  propolition,  which  af- 
ferts that  the  Prieilihood  is  averfe  from 
Reformation,  is  far  more  generally  true. 
—  Who  was  it  that  crucified  the  Saviour 
of  the  world  for  attempting  to  reform 
the  Religion  of  his  country  ?  The  Jewifli 
Priefihood. — -Who  was  it  that  drowned 
the  altars  of  their  idols  with  the  blood 
of  Chriflians,    for   attempting   to    abo- 
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liQi  Paganifm?  The  Pagan  Prieilhood. 
' — Who  was  it  that  peribcuted  to  flames 
and  death  thofe  who,  in  the  name  of 
Wickiiife  and  his  followers,  laboured 
to  reform  the  errors  of  Popery  ?  The 
Popiili  Priefthood. — Who  was  it,  and 
who  is  it,    that,  both   in   England   and 

Ireland,  lince  the  Reformation but 

I  check  my  hand,  being  unwilhng  to 
reflecl  upon  the  dead,  or  to  exalperate 
the  living,  whom  would  to  God  I 
could  conciliate  (I  fay  not  to  any  opi- 
nion of  mine,  for  that  might  be  con- 
flrued  an  arrogant  expedation  but)  to 
a  charitable  temper  of  mind  towards 
thofe  who  differ  from  them,  and  to  a 
difpaflionate  conlideration  of  the  fub- 
je6ts  concerning  which  they  differ  ! 

But  perhaps  it  will  be  argued,  that 
the  conduct  of  the  feveral  Prietihoods 
I  have  mentioned  or  alluded  to,  was 
right ;  that  there  is  of  neceffxty  an  alli- 
ance between  the  State  and  the  Church 
in  every  country;  and  that  this  alliance 
is  of  fuch  a  nature,   as  to  render  it  the 

duty 
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duty  of  the  minifters  of  the  church  to 
oppofe  every  innovation  in  the  ERa- 
bhilied  Religion  till  the  State  fnall  think 
fit  to  propole  it.  I  am  miilaken  if  a 
principle  of  this  fort  has  not  gotten 
poiTefiion  of  the  minds  of  fome  men, 
from  whom  better  principles  mif^ht  have 
been  expe6ted ;  and  though  it  is  im- 
poflible  for  this  principle  to  he  true, 
without  its  being  alfo  true  that  it  is 
a  man's  duty  to  fupport  every  error  and 
impiety  which  the  enthuliafm,  the  fu- 
perllition,  the  vices,  or  the  follies  of 
mankind,  have  introduced  and  eftablidi- 
ed  in  the  various  Religions  of  the  world, 
yet  I  will  employ  a  little  time  in  exa- 
mining the  foundation  on  which  it  is 
built. 

It  is  not  every  one  who  has  foiined 
an  adequate  idea  of  what  is  meant  by 
the  terms — Eftablidied  R.eligion— and 
I  knov/  not  whether  the  meaning  I 
^nnex  to  them  will  be  admitted  as  tiie 
proper  one  :  I,  however,  underftand  by 
them— A  Religion,  the  dodrines   and 
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rites  of  which  are  taught  and  admini- 
ftered  by  men,  who  are  paid  for  their 
fervice  by  the  State,  or  Civil  Magiftrate^ 
—And  by  the  Civil  Magiftrate,  I  un- 
derllaad  a  perfon  or  perfons  executing 
the  will  of  the  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers compoiing  any  civil  fociety*  The 
fund  from  which  the  State  pays  the 
Minifter  of  the  Eftabliilied  Religion  may 
be  either  a  s:eneral  fund,  to  which  all 
the  members  of  the  community  are 
equally  obhged  to  contribute  their  fliare, 
or  it  may  be  a  fund  belonging  exclu- 
lively  to  the  State,  in  v/hich  individuals 
have  no  property,  and  towards  w'hicli 
they  contribute  nothing.  To  the  firfl 
fort  of  fund  may  be  referred  the  gene- 
ral tax  which  is  raifed  upon  the 
whole  community  for  the  maintainence 
of  the  Minifters  of  Religion  in  different 
States  both  of  Europe  and  America  ;  to 
the  fecond  may  be  referred  tithes. 
For,  though  I  ground  not  the  claim  of 
the  Church  Miaiiiers  to  tithes  on  any 
thing  but  the  law  of  the   land,    yet   I 
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Gcin  not  coiifider  tithes  as  a  tax  raifed  ori 
individuals.  The  Church  (I  had  ra-* 
ther  fay,  the  State  for  the  purpofe  -  of 
maintaining  the  Church,  hath  as  old 
and  as  equitable  a  title  to  the  tithable 
property,  if  I  may  fo  exprefs  myfelf^ 
of  all  the  lands  fubje(5t  to  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes,  as  the  owners  of  the 
lands  have  to  the  lands  therafelveSo 
This  public  fund,  of  v/hatever  fort  it 
may  be,  muil  be  abfolutely  in  the  dif- 
pofal  of  the  Magiftrate  ;  he  may  either 
expend  it  in  paying  the  Minifters  of  one 
Religion,  or  of  more  than  onQ  ;  and^ 
according  to  his  determination  in  this 
point,  one  Religion,  or  more  than  one^ 
will  be  efcabliihed  by  him.  We  have 
been  (b  accu Homed  to  fee,  not  only  in 
this  country,  but  in  other  parts  of  Eu- 
rope, the  Magiftrate  fupporting  exclu- 
Hvely  one  denomination  of  ChrilHans^ 
and  ena6ting  penal  laws  again  ft  all  who 
would  not  conform  to  it,  that  our  pre- 
judices will  not  readily  fuffer  us  to  ad- 
mit,   either   the   prawticabiiity,    or  the 

expe- 
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expediency,  perhaps  not  the  innocence^ 
of  his  fupporting  more  than  one. 
Whether  it  would  be  mofl  produdlive 
of  the  pubHc  good  for  the  Magiftrate 
to  pay  the  teachers  of  one  Rehgion,  or 
of  more  than  one,  is  a  great  pohtical 
quefcion,  concerning  which  men  of  the 
deeped  judgement  will  be  divided ; 
and,  I  humbly  think,  it  does  not  admit 
a  poiitive  decifion  either  way.  The 
different  circumftances,  under  which 
different  focieties  may  be  placed  at  the 
fame  time,  or  the  changes  that  may 
arife  at  different  times  in  the  fame  fo- 
ciety,  may  make  it  a  part  of  political 
wifdom  to  adopt  a  diverfity  of  procedure 
on  this  important  point.  A  fuppofi- 
tion  or  two  will  explain  my  meaning  ; 
and,  that  I  may  not  give  offence  by 
coming  too  near  England  or  Ireland, 
1  will  take  the  liberty  of  making  France 
and  America  the  fubjedls  of  conje(Slure. 
The  French  Natm^al  AJJembly  will 
be  immortalized  for  the  wifdom  and 
the  liberality  of  their  proceedings;   and, 

amongft 
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amonQ-fl:  other  in  fiances  of  their  raae-^ 
nanimity,  meriting  the  approbation,  and 
calling  for  the  inaitation,  of  other  na- 
tions, are  thofe  refokitions,  in  which 
they  have  decreed — that  no  man  is  to 
be  molefted  on  account  of  his  rehgious 
opinions — and  that  ail  citizens  fliail  he 
equally  eligible  to  public  offices*—— 
Thefe  are  fuch  c:reat  encouragements, 
that  the  time,  1  apprehend,  v/ill  foori 
arrive,  Vv^hen  Proteftants  of  every  deno- 
mination will  become  numerous  in  all 
the  provinces  of  France,  and  the  mif- 
chief  attendins:  the  revocation  of  the 
edi6l  of  Nantz  be  done  away.  It  is  no 
improbable  fuppoiition,  that  in  half  a 
century  a  majority  of  the  French  nation 
will  be  Proteflants.  And  who  will  fay^ 
Vv'hen  fuch  an  event  fliall  have  taken 
place,  that  it  would  not  be  highly  ex^ 
pedient  for  the  French  government  to 
fecure  its  profperity,  by  fliewing  an 
equal  attention  to  all  its  fubjed:s  ;  by 
abandoning  ail  prepoiTeffion  in  favour 
of  one  m.ode  of  Pieligion,    and  paying 
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from  the  public  purfe  not  only  Catholic, 
but  Proteftant  teachers  of  Chriftianity  ? 
That  this  is  -3^  praBicable  fyftem  caa 
fcarcely  be  quellioned  by  thofe  who 
confider  what  has  happened  in  Ame- 
rica. Long  before  our  difputes  with 
that  country,  it  was  enaded  in  the  af- 
fembhes  of  the  provinces  of  Majfachu^ 
Jett  Bay^  and  Co?ine^icut,  that  all  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  fliould 
be  exempted  from  the  payment  of 
taxes,  for  the  fupport  of  any  teacher  of 
religion  except  one  of  their  own  per- 
fuaiion.  In  thefe  provinces  then  two 
religions,  or,  more  properly,  two  modes 
of  the  Proteftant  religion  were  equally 
eftabliflied — that  of  the  hidependents, 
of  which  the  main  body  of  the  people 
confifted,  and  that  of  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England.  But  this  it 
will  be  urged  proves  nothing,  inaf- 
much  as  the  favour  granted  to  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England 
proceeded  probably  from  the  interfer- 
ence of  the  government  of  England,-— 
C  Grancinor 
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granting  this,  without  enquiring  whe-' 
ther  it  ought  in  fa6l  to  be  granted  or 
not,  Hill  the  pr amicability  of  the  State's 
fupporting  more  fe6ls  than  one  is 
proved.  Another  obfervation  however 
may  be  made,  which  will  fhew,  not 
only  the  pradlicability,  but,  after  long 
Experience,  the  expediency  of  the 
meafure,  in  the  judgment  of  the  peo- 
ple of  MalTachufett's,  when  they  were 
no  longer  fubjedls  of  Great  Britain. 
In  their  declaration  of  rights  made  in 
1780,  it  is  faid  "  all  monies  paid  by 
the  fubjecSl  to  the  fupport  of  public 
worfliip,  and  of  the  teachers  aforefaid, 
Ihall,  if  he  require  it,  be  uniformly 
applied  to  the  fupport  of  the  public 
teacher  or  teachers  of  his  own  religious 
denomination,  provided  there  be  any, 
on  whofe  inftrudions  he  attends ;  other- 
wife  it  may  be  paid  towards  the  fupport 
of  the  teacher  or  teachers  of  the  parilli 
or  precind:  in  which  the  faid  monies 
are  raifed.  And  every  denomination 
of    Chrirtians    demeaning     themfelves 
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peaceably,  and  as  good  fubje6ls  of  the 
commonwealth,  fhall  be  equally  under 
the  protedion  of  the  law :  and  no 
fubordination  of  any  one  fedt  or  deno- 
mination to  another  fhall  ever  be  efta-, 
blifhed  by  law."  But  this  eftablilliing 
of  different  fe6ls  may  be  looked  upon 
as  a  fingular  experiment  which  has  not 
been  fufiiciently  tried  (though  it  has 
had  a  long  tryal  in  America),  as  quite 
a  novel  attempt  in  the  annals  of  man- 
kind, and  wholly  unfuited  to  any  form 
of  government  except  a  republick.  This 
obje6lion  has  no  validity  in  any  part  of 
it ;  for  the  experiment  has  been  tried 
not  only  in  a  republick,  but  in  an  abfo* 
lute  monarchy ;  not  only  by  a  new, 
but  by  an  old,  and  as  fome  think,  by 
the  wifell:  nation  upon  earth.  "  It 
might,  perhaps  (fays  the  Abbe  Raynal), 
be  an  advantageous  circumftance,  if  in 
all  countries,  as  we  are  aiTured  it  is  in 
China,  the  adminiftration  were  attached 
to  no  do£lrine,  to  no  fe6t,  nor  to  any 
particular  mode  of  religious  worfliip." 

G  2  To 
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To  what  purpofe  this^digreflion  from 
the  fubjedl? — it  is  no  digreffion  whatever 
from  the  point  in  debate.  The  quef- 
tion  is,  whether  it  be  the  duty  of  the 
teachers  of  eftabUfhed  reUgions  to  fee 
that  no  innovations  be  made  in  them. 
•—Now  the  poflibility  of  different  fe6ls 
being  equally  eftablifhed  by  the  magif- 
trate  fliews  that  it  is  pollible,  at  leaft, 
for  a  teacher  of  an  eftablilhed  religion 
to  be  under  no  fuch  obligation,  from 
the  relation  in  which  he  ftands  to  the 
magittrate.  The  magiftrate  may  think 
it  both  pra61icable  and  expedient,  nay 
he  may  become  ftill  more  liberal  in  his 
political  principles,  and  think  it  both 
reafonable  and  juft  to  eftabliih  different 
fe6ts  of  religion  ;  and,  if  he  does  this, 
it  will  follow  as  an  eafy  confequence, 
that  he  will  think  the  public  welfare 
little  concerned,  in  fuch  changes  of 
do6lrines  or  ceremonies  as  the  feveral 
feds  ihall  from  time  to  time  be  dif- 
pofed  to  make  in  their  refpedtive  per- 
fuafions.     The  opinion,  that  the  fafety 

of 
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of  the  civil  conftitution  is  infeparably 
connedled  with  the  exdufive  fupport  of 
a  particular  denomination  of  Chriftians 
being  removed,  by  the  eftabhfliment 
which  he  has  given  to  more  denomi- 
nations than  one,  he  will  contemplate 
with  tranquillity  the  introdudlion,  and 
forward  with  liberality  the  difcullion  of 
fuch  fentiments,  as  lead  to  reform  the 
abufes  in  pra6tice,  or  the  errors  in 
principle,  which  may  be  thought  to 
fubfift  in  any  of  them.  And  on  the 
fuppofition  of  the  magiftrates  having 
eftablifhed  only  one  religion,  as  Epifco- 
pacy  in  England,  Prefbytery  in  Scot- 
land, Popery  in  France,  I  wiili  it  to 
be  conlidered,  whether  it  be  confident 
with  his  charader  as  a  magiftrate,  much 
more  with  his  character  as  a  Chriftiaii 
magiftrate,  to  require  of  his  teachers, 
fuch  a  rigid  adherence  to  his  dodtrines 
as  precludes  all  poflibility  of  alteration. 
Can  it  be  thought  credible,  that  the 
majority  of  a  fociety  of  Chriltians  would 
affedt  fuch. a  dominion  over  the  faith  of 
C  3  their 
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their  fellows,  would  make  fuch  bold 
and  indecent  pretenfions  to  infallibility, 
would  be  fo  little  confcious  of  the 
weaknefs  of  human  underftanding,  and 
fo  .blind  to  future  improvements,  as  to 
fuppofe  that  no  time  or  circumftance, 
no  increafe  of  learning,  no  change  of 
manners  and  fentiments  in  their  pofte- 
rity,  could  juftify  the  teachers  of  the 
eftabliihed  religion  in  propofing  any 
deviation  from  it  ?  Whatever  may  be 
the  condu6l  of  other  countries,  I  trufh 
that  the  ruling  Powers,  both  in  the  State 
and  in  the  Church  of  this  country,  will 
not  only  permit  the  free  difcuffion  of 
theological  fubjedts,  but  think  them- 
felves  obliged  to  all  thofe  who,  with 
moderation  and  good  fenfe,  fhall  at- 
tempt to  point  out  what  they  take  to  be 
errors  in  the  dodrine,  or  failures  in 
the  conflitution,  and  difcipline  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  may  be  that 
file  has  no  errors  to  be  corre6ted,  no 
failures,  to  be  reformed;  but  it  is  cer- 
tain, that  fhe  cannot  be  difpleafed  with 
1  thofe 
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thofe  who  in  godly  fincerity  inquire 
into  thefe  points,  without  abandoning 
the  principle  which  aduated  her  firft 
reformers,  and  liberated  our  forefathers 
and  ourfelves^from  the  tyranny  of  the 
Church  of  Rome. 

There  have  been  State/men  who  con- 
fidered  an  eftablifhed  church  as  a  mere 
inftrument  of  government,  ten  thou- 
fand  men  in  black  coats  to  be  as  fer- 
viceable  to  the  State,  as  the  fame  num- 
ber in  red  coats,  and  who  regarded  the 
form  of  docftrine  of  the  one  with  as 
much  indifference  as  the  form  of  difci- 
phne  in  the  other,  requiring  an  exadt 
obedience  from  both.  There  have  been 
Churchmen^  who  conlidered  the  con- 
nexion between  the  Kingdom  of  Chrift 
and  the  kingdom  of  this  world  to  be  fo 
ftrong,  that  they  thought  it  their  in- 
difpenlible  duty  to  defend  and  extend 
the  Kingdom  of  Chrift  by  thofe  Spiri- 
tual arms,  and  by  thofe  only,  which 
were  put  into  their  hands  by  the  State 
in  which  they  lived.  Men  with  thefe 
C   4  prin- 
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principles  muft  always  be  averfe  from 
reformation.  The  Statefman,  be  he  a 
Pagan  or  a  Mahometan,  a  Catholic  or  a 
Proteftant,  an  Epifcopalian  or  a  Diflenter, 
may  think  all  Religions  equally  effica- 
cious in  anfvverino:  the  end  for  which 
he  protects  any,  and  find  in  himfelf  little 
inducement  to  encourage  promoters  of 
innovation,  left  they  fnould  difturb  the 
tranquillity  of  the  government,  and,  as 
was  faid  of  the  Apoftles,  turn  the  world 
upfide  down ;  and  the  Churchman, 
knowing  it  to  be  his  intereft,  and,  per- 
haps, believing  it  to  be  his  duty,  may 
do  his  utmoft  to  fupport  that  fyftem  of 
religion  which  the  State  has  hired  him 
to  fuftain. 

In  inch  circumfiances  it  may  not  be 
improper  for  individuals,  whofe  opi- 
nions accord  not  with  the  principles  of 
eitlier  fiich  Statefmen,  orof fuch  Church- 
men, and  whofe  confciences  urge  them 
to  attempt  the  amendment  of  what  they 
think  amifs,  to  propofe  their  fenti- 
meius  with  great  plainnefs  and  mode- 
ration 
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ration,  but  with  that  firmnefs,  at  the 
fame  time,  which  becomes  the  fubjecls 
of  a  free  State.  They  fliould  certainly 
abftain,  not  only  from  all  contumelious 
and  difrefpecStful  language  towards  the 
eftablilhment  itfelf,  but  from  reviling 
thofe  who  fland  forth  in  its  defence. 
Nor  fliould  they  be  provoked  to  a  con- 
trary condudl  by  the  example  of  their 
opponents.  Ilhberal  infinuations,  im- 
perious language,  arrogant  pretenfions 
to  fuperior  probity  or  underflanding, 
difdainful  and  injurious  reprefentations 
of  the  defigns,  talents,  arguments,  and 
charaders  of  thofe  who  think  not  with 
us,  are  modes  of  contrgverfy,  equally 
abhorrent  from  that  dignity  of  chara6ler 
which  becomes  a  gentleman,  and  from 
that  forbearance  and  charity  of  temper 
which  adorn  a  chriftian.  Such  weapons 
of  offence,  even  in  the  mighty  hands 
of  Warburton  were  odious ;  but  in 
thofe  of  his  feeble  imitators,  they  are 
both  odious  and  contemptible. 

It  may  be  thought,  that  the   revifal 
of  the  Liturgy  and  dodtrines  of  the  efta- 

blilhed 


[      26     ] 

blifhed  Church,  would  in  no  wife  con- 
tribute to  the  Reformation  of  our  man- 
ners ;  and  thofe  may  htfneefd  at,  who 
fay  that  it  would.  Sneer  and  Contempt 
apart,  as  unworthy  of  the  fubje6l,  let 
us  confider  the  matter  fairly. — What- 
ever tends  to  render  the  higher  ranks 
of  fociety  more  iincere  believers  in  the 
truth  of  the  Chritlian  Religion,  than 
many  of  them  are  thought  to  be  at  pre- 
fent,  will  contribute  to  the  amendment 
of  their  manners  ;  and  the  influence  of 
their  amended  manners  will  extend  itfelf 
through  the  other  clalTes  of  the  com- 
munity. Now  to  fay,  that  there  is 
nothing  in  our  Liturgy,  which,  if  re- 
moved, would  tend  to  render  the  higher 
clafles  of  the  community,  more  fincere 
Believers  in  Chriilianity,  is  to  take  the 
matter  for  granted,  it  is  a  mere  gratis 
diSium^  and  I  think  not  a  true  diSrum, 
Without  here  either  admitting  or  deny- 
in  (2:  the  truth  of  the  Athanafian  Doc- 
trine  of  the  Trinity,  I  alk  whether,  in 
fa(51,  the  maintaining  the  belief  of  that 
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Do£lrine  to  be  necefTary  to  Salvation, 
has  or  has  not.  greatly  contributed  to 
the  increafe  of  Deifm,  both  in  this 
country  and  in  others?  If  any  one  be- 
lieves that  it  has  not,  then  the  renrioval 
of  that  dodtrine  would,  in  his  judgment, 
be  of  no  ufe  in  rendering  them  more 
iincere  Believers  in  Chriftianity  ;  but  if 
it  has,  and  my  opinion  is  moft  decided 
that  it  has,  then  there  is  folid  fenfe,  at 
leaft,  in  the  reafoning  of  thofe  who 
fay,  that  a  removal  of  the  Athanafian 
do6trine  of  the  Trinity  from  our  Li- 
turgy, would  tend  and,  I  will  fay, 
greatly  tend  to  the  melioration  of  our 
manners. — I  beg  to  be  rightly  under- 
Itood  ;  I  do  not  here  affirm  that  thefe 
dodrines  ought  to  be  removed ;  it  may 
be,  as  fome  men  infinuate,  that  they  can- 
not be  removed  without  fubverting  the 
principles  of  the  Chriitian  faith ;  and  on 
that  fuppofition  they  certainly  ought 
not  to  be  removed ;  it  may  be  (for 
unlefs  a  man  is  fo  very  unreafonable,  as 
to  contend  for  the.impoflibility  of  any 
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thing  being  true,  except  what  he  and 
his  friends  airent)  to)  it  may  be  that  they 
are  iinfcriptuaal  do6lrines ;  and,  on  that 
fuppolition,  thofe  who  beUeve  them  to 
be  fo,  and  wi(h  to  fee  them  expunged 
from  our  Liturgy,  are  right  in  their 
reafoning — that  a  reformation  of  our 
Liturgy  would  contribute  to  a  refor- 
mation of  manners. 

I  will  produce  two  quotations,  from 
two  different  authors,  not  with  a  view 
of  either  defending  or  finding  fault 
with  the  juftnefs  of  their  obfervations, 
but  fimply  to  fhew,  that  the  opinion 
which  1  have  taken  the  liberty  to  ad- 
vance.— That  the  Athanafian  dodrine 
of  the  Trinity  has  contributed  to  the 
increafe  of  Deifm ;  is  not  advanced 
merely  to  fupport  an  argument,  but  on 
folid  grounds.  Whitby,  whofe  piety  and 
learning  are  above  all  queilion,  in  his 
ILaft  'thoughts  writes  thus — ''  This  doc- 
trine, that  the  Father,  Son,  and  Holy 
Ghoil,  are  of  one  and  the  fame  indivi- 
dual and  numerical  eirencc,   feems  to 
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burlefqiie  the  holy  Scriptures,  or  give 
them  an  uncouth,  and  abfurd  fenfe, 
from  the  beginning  of  the  Gofpel  to 
the  end  of  the  Epiitles."  Now,  if  the 
Athanafian  do6trine  of  the  Trinity, 
burlefques  and  renders  abfurd  the  holy 
Scriptures  from  the  beginning  of  the 
Gofpel  to  the  end  of  the  Epiftles,  I 
know  not  how  it  can  be  expedled,  that 
any  man  of  common  fenfe,  who  looks 
no  farther  than  to  his  Licurgy  for  his 
faith,  and  there  are  many  fuch,  can 
efcape  the  infedlion  of  infidelity.  I 
take  the  other  quotation  from  a  Book 
publhhed  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft  year, 
intitled,  "  Obfervations  upon  the  Li- 
turgy, with  a  Propofal  for  its  Reform, 
8cc.  by  a  Layman  of  the  Church  of 
England,  late  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State."  I  have  thought  it  reafonable  to 
produce  the  opinion  of  this  Gentleman, 
in  preference  to  that  of  many  others 
which  might  have  been  produced,  not 
only  out  of  the  refpe6l  which  is  due  to 
his  good  intentions;  but  from  think- 
ing 
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ing,  that  the  Teftimony  of  a  Man  who 
profefles  himfelf  a  Friend  to  the  Efta- 
bhfhed  ReHgion,  and  who  from  his 
fituation  muit  have  mixed  much  with 
the  world,  would,  as  to  the  point  for 
which  I  quote  it,  be  of  as  much  im- 
portance as  that  of  any  other  man. 
**  The  Athanalian  Creed  is  reprefented 
and  defended  as  fo  literally  copied  from 
the  Evangelifls  and  Apoftles,  that  who- 
foever  refufes  his  alTent  to  every  tittle 
of  it  is  conlidered  as  a  difbeliever  of 
Chrift's  Divinity,  and  a  denier  of  the 
three  diftin6lions  in  the  Divine  Nature 
in  which  we  are  commanded  to  be 
baptized ;  and  what  is  ftill  more  to  be 
lamented,  many  v;ho  go  to  that  Greed 
to  learn  Chriftianity,  as  conceiving  it  to 
be  nothing  but  what  ail  Chriftians  muft 
and  do  believe,  come  away  fliocked  or 
confounded,  and  in  compliment  to  their 
own  reafon,  or  to  preferve  it,  enlift 
under  the  banners  of  Deifm ;  info- 
much,  that  I  really  believe  that  Creed 
has    made    more    Deifts    than    all   the 
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Writings  of  all  the  oppngners  of  Chrif- 
tianity,  fince  it  was  firft  unfortunately 
adopted  in  our  Liturgy."  Enough  I 
think  on  this  head,  let  us  turn  to  an- 
other. 

To  call  upon  thofe  who,  out  of  a 
Uncere  regard  to  the  pubhc  good,  have 
hinted  the  propriety  of  a  Reformation 
of  our  Liturgy,  for  a  full  detail  of  all 
particulars  which  they  may  think  ex- 
ceptionable in  it,  would  not  be  a  rea- 
fonable  demand,  even  if  the  fubjedl  was 
a  new  one.  A  man  may  be  thoroughly 
convinced  of  the  exiftence  of  an  evil, 
and  yet  not  be  fully  aware  of  the  ex- 
tent and  malignity  of  it  in  all  its  parts; 
or  fuppofing  him  perfe6tly  acquainted 
with  the  whole  fubjecSl:,  he  may  be  kept 
back,  out  of  a  regard  to  peace  and  de- 
cency, and  diffidence  in  his  own  abi- 
lity, from  difplaying  to  the  world  all 
his  knowledge,  on  a  fubjedl  of  delicacy 
and  importance ;  or  he  may  refrain 
from  doing  it,  out  of  deference  to  thofe 
whofe   more  immediate  duty  he  may 

think 
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think  it  is,  to  bring  forward  his  hints, 
by  the  authority  annexed  to  their  fla- 
tion,  and  by  the  fandtity  appertaining 
to  their  fun6lion.  Thele  might  l^e 
fufficient  reafons  for  a  man's  contenting 
himfelf  with  throwing  out  general 
hints,  even  if  the  fubje6l  of  them  had 
never  before  attradled  the  attention  of 
the  world ;  but  to  demand  particulars 
on  this  fubje6lj  muft  either  proceed 
from  an  incompetent  knowledge  in  the 
perfon  who  makes  the  demand ;  or 
from  his  reliance  on  the  ignorance  of 
thofe  before  whom  it  is  made*  The 
Letter  by  a  Country  Curate,  firft  pub- 
lifhed  in  a  refpe6lable  Mifcellany  in 
1737,  afterwards  redeemed  from  obli' 
vion  by  appearing  in  a  Book  "  On  the 
Expediency  and  Neceflity  of  reviling 
and  improving  the  Public  Liturgy'*  in 
1749,  and  lately  brought  forward  again 
by  the  Author  of  the  "Hints,"  is  neither 
the  firft  nor  the  moft  important  publi- 
cation, though  certainly  valuable  as  far 
as  it  goes,  on  a  reform  of  our  Liturgy. 

The 
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The  Author  of  this  Letter  is  fuppofed 
to  have  been  the  late  Reverend  David 
Hughes,  Fellow  of  Queen's  College  in 
Cambridge ;  I  have  heard  that  he  was 
a  man  of  great  modefty,  liberality,  and 
knowledge  in  the  Scriptures,  and  that 
his  memory  is  much  revered  in  that 
Univerfity. 

It  is  generally  known  that  a  Com- 
miffion  was  iffued  in  the  Year  1689, 
impowering  feveral  Bilhops,  and  other 
Churchmen,  to  prepare  fuch  alterations 
of  the  Liturgy,  &c.  as  they  Ihould  judge 
reafonable.  All  the  proceedings  under 
that  Commillion  are  not  known  (the 
Books  containing  the  account  of  them 
having  never  been  publillied)  but  fome 
of  them  are  ;  I  Vvdll  mention  a  few, 
from  Birch's  Life  of  Tillotfon;  not  only 
with  a  view  of  fatisfying,  in  fome  mea- 
fure,  the  demands  of  thole  who  call 
for  particulars,  but  to  oppofe  the  au- 
thority of  the  names  of  Stillingfleet, 
Patrick,  Tillotfon,  Kidder,  Tenifon, 
8cc.  to  that  of  thofe  who  have  formerly 
D  thoueht, 
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thought,  or  who  do  now  think,  that 
no  alteration  whatever  ought  to  take 
place,  being  well  aware  of  the  truth  of 
that  faying  of  Hilary  to  St.  Aujllriy  which 
is  quoted  by  Hooker,  '•  Your  moil  re- 
"  ligious  wifdom  knoweth  how  great 
*'  the  Number  in  the  Church  of  God 
"  is,  whom  the  very  Authority  of  Men's 
*'  Names  doth  keep  in  that  opinion 
"  which  they  hold  already,  or  draw 
''  into  that  which  they  have  not  before 
"held."  It  was  determined  by  the  Com- 
miffioners  in  1689 — That  the  Chant- 
ing of  divine  fervice  in  Cathedral 
Churches  iliould  be  laid  afide,  that  the 
whole  may  be  rendered  intelligible  to 
the  common  people — That  belides  the 
Pfalms  being  read  in  their  courfe  as 
before,  fome  proper  and  devout  ones 
be  felecled  for  Sundays — That  the 
i\pocryphal  LeiTons,  and  thofe  of  the 
Old  Teftament  which  are  too  natural, 
be  thrown  out,  and  others  appointed 
in  their  ftead — That  if  any  do  in  con- 
fcience  fcruple  the  ufe  of  the   Crofs    in 
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Baptifm,  it  may  be  omitted— That  if 
any  refufe  to  receive  the  Sacrament  of 
the  Lords  Supper  kneeUng,  it  may  be 
adrainiftered  to  them  in  their  pews. — ■ 
That  the  abfohition  in  Morning  and 
Evening  Prayer  may  be  read  by  a  Dea- 
con, and  thofe  words,  a?i.d  remifjlofi 
be  put  out  as  not  being  intelligible — That 
thefe  words  in  the  T'eDeum^  *Hhine  ho- 
norable, true,  and  only  Son,"  be  thiis 
turned,  *'  thine  only  begotten  Son ;"  ho- 
nourable being  only  a  civil  term  and 
no  where  ufed  in  Sacris—^\v^x.  the 
Benedicite  fnall  be  changed  into  the 
128th  Pfalm,  and  other  Pfalms  like- 
wife  appointed  for  the  Benedidius  and 
Nunc  dim,itiis—-T\\2X  all  high  titles  or 
appellations  of  the  King,  Queen,  Sec. 
fliall  be  left  out  of  the  Prayers,  fuch  as 
mofl  illujirious^  religious^  migbty.,  &c, 
and  only  the  word  Sovereign  retained 
for  the  King  and  Queen — That  thofe 
words  in  the  Prayer  for  the  King,  Grant 
that  he  may  vanquijh^  and  onjcrcome  all 
his  Enemies^  as  of  too  large  an  Extent, 
if  the  King  engages  in  an  unjuil  War, 
D   2  fnall 
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fliall  be  turned  thus,  '^  profper  all  hia 
'•  righteous  undertakings  againft  thy 
*^  Enemies." 

That  the  Praver  which  beeins,  O 
Gody  wbofe  nature  and  property^  Ihali 
be  thrown  out,  as  full  of  lirange  and 
impertinent  exprefiions. 

About  the  Athanafian  Creed,  they 
came  at  laft  to  this  concluiion,  that 
leafb  the  wholly  rejeiling  it,  Ihoiild  by 
unreafonabk  perfons  be  imputed  to 
them  as  Socianifm,  a  rubric  Ihall  be 
made,  fetting  forth,  or  declaring  the 
curfcs  denounced  therein  not  to  be  re- 
trained to  every  particular  article,  but 
intended  againft  thofe  that  deny  the 
fubftance  of  the  Chriftian  Religion. 
Thefe  are  fome  of  the  alterations  of 
the  Liturgy  which  were  propofed  by 
the  Commiffioners  in  1689:  what 
others  were  agreed  to,  is  beil  known 
to  thofe  who  have  feen  the  original 
books :  but,  whether  the  reprefenting 
even  thefe  as  trifling  and  infignificant, 
and  coniifting  of  mere  verbal  errors,  is 
a    fair  reprefentation,     I  leave   to   the 
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Header's  own  candid  judgement,  with- 
but  prefuming  to  dire^l  it.  It  appears, 
from  the  hillory  of  the  times,  that 
this  reform  was  rejedied  by  the  in- 
fluence of  the  Jacobites,  who  wanted 
to  bring  back  King  James  ;  and  of  the 
High  Churchmen <i  %vho  declared  againji 
all  alterations  whatever.  The  particu- 
lars then  thought  neceffary  to  be 
changed,  and  other  particulars  iince 
thought  neceirary,  might,  it  is  pre- 
fumed,  when  properly  prepared,  be 
fubmitted  to  the  deliberation  and  de- 
ciiion  of  Parliament  at  this  time,  with, 
a  good  profpedr  of  fuccefs  ;  I  fay  of 
Parliament,  for  laymen  are  as  much 
jnterefted  iw  the  truth  of  Chriftianitv 
as  churchmen  are ;  and,  in  this  en- 
lightened age,  are  as  capable  of  feeing 
wiiat  is  revealed  in  their  Bible  ;  and  I 
fay  at  this  time,  for  the  piety  of  the 
Monarch  and  his  reo-ard  for  religion 
are  unqueitioned ;  and  I  have  not 
heard  that  he  has  ever  exprelfed  a  dif- 
like  to  the  undertaking.  We  have  now 
D   3  no 
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no  Jacobitical  fadlion  to  be  afraid  of; 
and  if  there  are  churchmen  who  de- 
clare againjl  any  alteration  whatever^  I 
thmk  their  number  is,  comparatively 
fpeaking,  fmall.  It  is  not  in  my 
power  to  comprehend  the  reafon  of 
this  fliffnefs ;  It  cannot  furely  proceed 
from  that  principle  which  influenced 
Archbifnop  Whit  gift  ^  when,  on  the 
Commons  having  palTed  a  bill  for  per- 
mitting marriage  to  be  celebrated  at 
any  time  of  the  year,  he  complained 
to  Queen  Elizabeth,  aiTerting  that  the 
bill  contained  matter  v/hich  tended  to 
the  jlander  of  the  Churchy  as  having  hi- 
therto maintained  an  error ;  for  at  this 
time  of  day  we  are  too  liberal,  it  is  to 
be  hoped,  to  conceive  that  any  hu- 
man conftitution  can  be  flandered  for 
not  having  attained  abfolute  perfedlion. 
Jf  it  fliould  proceed  from  (as  appears 
to  me)  a  groundlefs  apprehenfion  of 
the  conftitution  of  the  Church  being 
endangered  by  innovation,  I  would  beg 
l-'-Tve  to  recommend  to  the  mojl  ferious 
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confideration  of  thofe  who  are  of  this 
opinion,  a  remark  of  Lord  Bacon,  whofe 
manner  is  to  exprefs  in  a  fentence  what 
a   common  man  would  write    a  book 
about, — "  afroward  retention  of  cuftoni 
*'  is  as  turbulent  a  thing  as  an  innova- 
*'  tion  ;"^ — and  let   me   add,  though  I 
cannot  expect  equal  credit  to  be  given 
to  the  obfervation,   that  more  conjiku- 
tions^  civil  and  ecclefiajlical^  have  bee^t 
overturned  byzvhat  is  called  Jirmnejs  in 
their  rulers^  than  by  well-timed  conde- 
fcenjions     to     popular     requifitlons. — If 
more  particulars  are  required  than  what 
were  taken   into   confideration   by   the 
CommifTioners     in    1689,    the    reader 
may  turn  to  a  book  publiflied  in  17463 
and  a  fecond  edition  in  1750,  entitled 
'<  Free  and  Candid  Difquifitions  relating 
'^  to  the  Church  of  England,  and   the 
"  Means  of  advancing  Religion  therein." 
If  he  Hill  is  not  fatisfied,  but  accufes 
the  friends  to  reform  oi  dealing  i7i  ge- 
7ierals^   let  him  look  hito  Dr.  Clarice's 
improved  Common   Prayer  Book  ;    let 
D   4  him 
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him  fiudy  a  pamphlet,  which  will  be 
remembered  to  the  honour  of  its  au- 
thor, when  the  concerns  of  humanity 
'will  affedt  him  no  more,  piibhlhed  in 
1774,  under  the  title  of  "  Queries  re- 
**  latino:  to  the  Book  of  Comm.on 
''  Prayer,  Sec.  with  propofed  Amend- 
*'  ments  ;"  let  him  ladly  perufe,  *'  Ob- 
*'  fervations  on  the  Liturgy,  Sec."  which 
I  have  before  referred  to.  No  man 
who  knows  any  thing  of  the  works 
here  mentioned,  and  the  catalogue 
Blight  have  been  much  enlarged,  can 
be  at  a  lofs  for  the  particulars  of  that 
reform,  which  has  been,  in  the  courfe 
of  the  iaft  hundred  years,  fo  often 
called  for  by  men  of  candour,  integrity, 
and  learning :  and  no  one,  who  con- 
liders  the  matter  without  pailion  or 
prejudice,  will,  I  am  perfuaded,  fpeak 
of  it  as  a  frivolous  objeB  Vv'hich  thefe 
men  have  in  view,  or  fuppofe  that  they 
did  not  underftand  before  they,  it  can- 
not vvith  juuice  be  faid,  rebuked,^  but 
hinted  their  diflike. 

But  J 
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Bii*^  as  there  is  an  argument^  it  may  ' 
he  called  a  palmary  Q^ie,  'ujhich  fome  men 
have  always  at  hand  to  jnftify  their  cla- 
mours againji  an  amendment  of  our  L/- 
turgy  and  Articles^  it  77iay  be  of  ufe  to 
confider  it  with  fo7ne  attention.  The 
argument  ia  brief  is  this  :  The  know- 
ledge of  Religion  does  not  admit  a  pro- 
g  re  ill  on  fimilar  to  that  which  takes 
piace  in  other  fubjedts  of  human  invef- 
tigation ;  learning  may  indeed  be 
2:>roperly  employed  in  elucidating  the 
difficulties  of  the  Sacred  Writings,  but 
with  the  Do6lrines  themfelves,  as  they 
are  deUvered  in  Scripture,  human  learn- 
ing has  no  concern.  Now,  if  I  may 
be  allowed  the  ufe  of  fo  itrong  a  w^ord, 
I  maintairi  that  this  argument  is  not 
true ;  and  I  maintain,  moreover,  that 
the  principle  on  which  it  is  founded,  is 
a  principle  better  fuited  to  the  ignorance 
and  tyranny  of  the  Church  of  Rome, 
than  to  the  learning  and  liberality  of 
the  Church    of   England.      I  maintain, 

that 
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that  the  argument  is  not  true,  inaf- 
niuch  as  the  clear  elucidation  of  a  dif- 
ficulty in  the  Sacred  Writings  is,  in 
many  important  inftances,  the  eftab- 
lifliment  of  a  dodrine.  An  expreffion 
apparently  obfcure  or  ambiguous  may- 
contain  2idoBrinal  point;  and  when  hu- 
man learning  has  cleared  up  the  obfcu- 
rity,  or  removed  the  ambiguity,  the 
do6lrine  will  be  afcertained,  and  not 
before  ;  for  a  dubious  and  ambio;uous 
dodlrine  is  no  do6lrine.  So  that  human 
learning  may  fhew  us  that  to  be  a 
do6lrine  which,  in  our  ignorance,  we 
did  not  apprehend  to  be  one.  Or  it 
may  flicw  us  the  reverfe  ;  it  m.ay  fliew 
us,  that  in  deference  to  the  authority 
of  Popes  and  Councils,  or  in  obedience 
to  our  own  mifappreheniionof  the  fenfe 
of  particular  paiTages,  we  have  taken 
^that  to  be  a  dd6lrine  of  ScriDture  which 
was  nothing  more  than  a  fancy  in  our 
own  brain,  or  in  that  of  other  men.  It 
io  one  of  the  dodrines  of  the  New  Tef- 
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tament — T'hat  Jefus  Cbr'fi  is  the  Son  of 
God\  and  I  prcfurae  it  would  be  no 
improper  obje6t  for  the  exercife  of  hu- 
man learning  to  enquire,  in  what  fenfe 
Jefus  Ghritt  is  faid  to  be  the  Son  of  God ; 
and  if  it  fhould  be  found,  that  he  is 
called  the  Son  of  God  in  more  fenfes 
than  one,  there  is  no  abfurdity  in 
thinking,  that  all  the  learned  men  in 
Chriftei,idom  might  be  ufefully  em- 
ployed in  clearly  and  indubitably  afcer- 
taining,  what  was  the  fenfe  in  which 
the  eunuch  ufed  the  expreflion,  when 
he  faid, — /  believe  that.  Jefus  Chrijl  is  the 
Son  of  God;— for  on  that  profeffion  he 
was  baptized.  An  elucidation  of  this 
difficulty  would  rid  the  world  of  many 
foolifj  and  unlearned  queflions  ;  and  teach 
mankind  what  was,  and  what  was  not, 
that  do6lrine  concerning  the  Perfon  of 
Chrift,  without  a  belief  of  which  a  man 
pull  perifli  everlaftingly. 

So  much    has  been  written   on   the 
Trinity,  on  Free  Will,  on  Original  Sin, 
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on  Grnce,  on  Predeflinaticn,  and  other 
fappofed  fundamental  D,Oi?Lrines  of  our 
Holy  Religion,  that  a  man's  liie-tiniG 
would  not  be  fuSicient  for  enabling 
liim  to  -perufe  all  that  has  been  pub- 
iiilied  on  any  one  of  thofe  fubjeds  either 
before  the  Reformation,  or  lince. — - 
What  are  we  to  learn  from  hence  ? 
Not  a  leifon  of  defpondence,  as  if  learn- 
ing had  no  concern  with  the  docftrines 
of  the  New  Teftament ;  but  a  leilbn  of 
diffidence  and  moderation;  a  leffon  of 
backwardnefs  in  faying  that  our  Church 
alone  has  the  faith  "which  was  once  de^ 
Uvered  to  the  faints  ;  a  leiTon  of  for- 
bearance, in  permitting  thofe  to  minif- 
ter  amongft  us  wlio  cannot,  in  every 
thing;,  aflent  to  our  deciiion  of  fuch  ab- 
flrufe  points.  That  there  is  cue  Gody 
ajtd  one  Mediato'r  between  God  and  ptany 
the  Man  Chrift  Jefus^  who  gave  himfelf  a 
ranfom  for  alL — That  as  in  Jdam  all  die^ 
evenfo  in  Chrift  jJj all  all  be  made  alive. — * 
^bat  as  the  Father  hath  life  in  himfelf^  fo 
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&€iil/j  he  green  to  the  Son  to  have  life  in 
him/elf. — That  the  eleven  difciples  were 
commanded  to  teach  all  nations ^  bap- 
tizing them  in  the  name  of  the  Father^ 
and  of  the  Son^  and  of  the  Holy  Gbofl. — 
Thefe  and  other  Truths  of  high  im- 
portance, mnft  of  neceility  be  alTented 
to  by  alij  being  exprelTed  in  Scripture 
language  ;  and,  in  fa61:,  no  itCi  of 
Chriftians  ever  denied  any  of  them. 
But  does  it  follow  from  this  general 
alient,  that  human  learning  has  no 
concern  with  Scripture  -  DoClrines  ? 
Would  to  God  that  learned  men  had 
ever  thought  io^  and  would  think  io 
now  !  Then  fiiould  we  have  been 
freed  from  learned  Creeds,  learned 
Confeffions  of  Faith,  learned  Articles 
of  Religion. — If  a  fummary  of  Religion 
had  been  thought  ufeful  in  the  Church 
of  Chriif,  and  I  deny  not  its  utility,  it 
would  have  been  exprelTed  in  the  words 
of  Scripture,  and,  every  man  being  left 
at  liberty  to  interpret  thefe  words  for 
6  himfelf 
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himfelf  according  to  the  ability  which 
God  had  given  him,  peace  and  charity- 
would  have  been  preferved.  But  this 
moderation  has  never  yet  taken  place 
amongft  Chriftians.  All  alTent  to  the 
truth  of  do6lrines  exprefTed  in  vScripture 
Language  ;  but  different  Se6ls  interpret 
the  fame  words  in  different  fenfes,  draw 
from  them  different  conclufions,  build 
on  them  different  fuperflrudlutes,  and 
think  uncharitably  of  one  another  on 
account  of  their  different  opinions.  All 
allow  that  there  is  no  appeal  from  the 
Bible  ;  every  Athanafian,  Arian,  Soci- 
nian,  every  Heretick  of  every  age  has 
been  ready  to  fay,  with  Chilling  worth, 
"  Propofe  me  any  thing  out  of  the 
"  Bible,  and  require  whether  I  believe 
'^  it  or  no  ;  and  feem  it  never  fo  incom- 
*'  prehenfible  to  human  reafon,  I  will 
*'  fubfcribe  it  vv'ith  hand  and  heart ;  as 
"  knowing-  no  demonilration  can  be 
"  flronger  than  this,  God  hath  faid  fo^ 
"  therefore  it  is  true."'     But  every  man 

of 
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of  fenfe  hath  been  ready  to  fay  alfo  with 
Locke,  when  any  thing  hath  been  pro- 
pofed  to  him  out  of  the  Bible,  "  It  is  the 
*'  buiinefs  of  reafon  to  judge  of  the 
"  fignification  of  the  words  wherein  it  is 
"  dehvered." 

I  think  it  has  been  of  fingular  ad- 
Yantage  to  the  caufe  of  Chriftianity, 
that  the  authenticity  of  the  books  of 
the  New  Tetiament,  that  the  reahty  of 
the  miracles  mentioned  in  them,  that 
the  completion  of  the  prophecies  of 
the  Old  Tellament,  that  the  infpiration 
of  the  Apoftles,  that  the  pre-exiilence  of 
Jefus  Chriif,  that  the  redemption  of 
mankind  through  his  blood,  that  all 
the  great  principles  of  Chriftian  Faith 
have  been  queftioned  by  men  of  learn- 
ing and  ingenuity  ;  for  after  all  the  fub- 
du6lions  of  fadls,  authorities,  probabi- 
lities, doctrines  have  been  made,  which, 
from  the  exertions  of  great  talents  and 
great  inclination  to  difparage  the  Ghri- 
flian  fyftem,   could  be  made,  ilill  there 
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remains  fomewhat  of  our  common 
Faith  in  which  all  agree,  and  that  fome- 
what is,  in  my  apprehenfion,  a  cir- 
ciimftance  of  fiich  ineffable  importanccy 
that  I  will  never  refufe  the  right  hand 
of  Chriftian  fellowfl:iip  to  him  who 
acknowledges  its  truth;  never  think 
or  fpeak  of  him  with  difrefpedt,  or  with 
true  pharifaicnl  pride  eileem  m^yfelf  to 
be  more  orthodox,  more  acceptable  to 
my  Maker  and  Redeemer  than  he  is ; 
and  that  fomewhat  is  this  : — ^^  Eternal 
Life  is  the  gift  of  God  through  Jefus 
Chrift" — In  vain  will  any  man  attempt 
to  ielTen  in  me  my  charity  towards 
others,  by  telling  me  that  this  is  but 
one  of  many  truths  contained  in  the 
Scripture,  in  which  they  agree  with 
iTiC  :  it  may  be  fo  ;  God  grant  that  we 
may  all  underftand  others  truths  as 
clearly  as  we  underitand  this,  and  then, 
there  will  be  no  difagreement  amongft 
any  of  us.  In  vain  will  he  attempt  to 
puzzle  m.y  underflanding  w^ith  curious 
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qiieftions  concerning  the  confubftantia- 
bilitv  of  the  Father  and  the  Son  ;  with 
doubtful  difputations  concerning  the  in- 
finite Juitice  of  the  Supreme  Being, 
requiring  infinite  fatisfadlion  for  the 
fins  of  a  finite  being,  and  efiimating 
the  atrocity  of  guilt,  by  the  great nefs 
of  the  Being  againft  whom  otFence 
is  committed,  rather  than  by  the  imbe- 
cillity  of  the  being  who  commits  it  ; 
with  metaphyfical  fpecuJations  concern- 
ing the  impulfive  principle  which  de- 
termined God  to  give  this  gift  to  man- 
kind at  all,  or  through  another. — ■ 
Though  I  may  underftand  little  or  no- 
thing of  thefe  points,  and  of  points 
fuch  as  thefe  ;  and  though  it  be  cer- 
tain that  the  bulk  of  Chriftians,  where- 
ever  the  Gofpel  is  preached,  muft  be 
wholly  ignorant  of  them,  yet  all  may 
prefs  forward  in  one  hope  of  their  callings 
all  men  be  affured  that,  if  they  obey 
the  Gofpel,  they  will  attain  eternal  life  ; 
for  after  all  the   merit  which  may  be 
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fiippofed  to  attend  confeffions  of  our 
faith,  yet  they  only  are  true  believers 
in  Chrift  who  obey  his  commandments: 
what  he  himfelf  faid  to  the  Jews,  who 
beheved  on  him,  may  be  extended  to 
all,  if  ye  continue  in  my  zvord^  then  are 
ye  my  difciples  indeed. 

I  do  not  mean  to  infinuate  that 
there  is  no  merit  in  confefiions  of  faith; 
or  that  learning  is  mifemployed  in  ex- 
tradting  articles  of  taith  from  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Scriptures ;  quite  the 
contrary.  The  more  critically  one  part 
of  Scripture  is  compared  With  another, 
and  the  more  accurately  th€  language 
in  which  it  is  v/i  it-ten  is  underllood, 
the  purer  will  our  faith  be.  It  is  not 
learning,  with  refpedl  to  dodtrines, 
which  Ihould  be  laid  alide  ;  but  it  is 
that  felf-fufficiency  of  intelledl,  which 
prompts  a  m^an  to  impofe  on  others  his 
fenfe  of  a  dodlrine  as  the  only  true 
feufe,  which  ought  to  be  difcarded. 

'To 
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To  allow  any- one  age  to  prefcribe  in 
Religion  a  mode  of  faith  and  worfiiip 
for  all  fucceeding  ages,  is  to  give  way 
to  that  tyrannical  affumption  of  power, 
which  the  Church  of  Rome  claimed 
over  the  world,  and  ought  never  to  be 
fo  much  as  ^mentioned  amongit  Pro- 
teflants.  I  have  great  refpe6l  for  the 
names  of  Granmer,  Hooker,  Jewell, 
ChilUngworth  ;  but  to  alTert  that  every 
thing  was  fo  properly  fettled  by  them, 
that  we  ought  not  to  deviate  from  them 
in  any  thing,  is  to  ufe  that  flavifh  argu- 
ment ad  "verecundia?}!^  which  the  Church 
of  Rome  mi^^ht  have  ufed,  and  which 
file  did  ufe  in  her  moft  corrupted  ftate. 
The  enemies  of  Relii^ious  Eftabiifliments 
have  not  fcrupled  to  fay,  that  an  attach- 
ment to  fyftem,  a  pretenlion  to  infalU- 
l)ilitY,  an  affecflation  of  dominion  over 
confcience,  were  not  the  peculiar  marks 
of  any  particular  etiabliihment,  but 
general  charadferilfics  appertaining  to 
all.  And  I  profefs  I  cannot  liften  to 
tiie  opinion,  which  would  compel  Pro-_ 
E    2  -         teitants 
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tenants  of  all  future  Ages  to  fubmit 
their  Underftandings  to  the  decifions 
of  Cranmer  and  Ridley,  of  Parker 
and  Grindal,  and  other  Reformers 
of  Religion,  and  Compilers  of  Litur- 
gies, without  aftonifhment  and  concern. 
Thefe  Men,  it  is  readily  allowed,  did 
much ;  but  have  Locke,  and  Clarke, 
and  Hoadly,  and  Taylor,  done  nothing? 
When  at  the  Council  of  Trent  the 
Church  of  Rome  faid — ad  coercenda 
petulantia  mgenia  decernit  (Synodus)  ut 
nemo  Jua  prudent ia  innixus  in  rebus  Jidei 
et  morum  ad  {^dijicationem  doBrina  per- 
tinentium^  facram  fcripturam  ad  fuos 
Jenfus  contorquens^  et  contra  Senfum 
quern  tenuity  et  tenet  SanBa  Mater  Ec- 
clejia^  ctijus  eft  judicare  de  vera  fenfu  et 
interpretatione  Seripturarum  SanBarunty 
aut  etlam  contra  unanimem  fenfu7n  Pa^ 
t runty  ipfam  facram  Scripturam  inter- 
pretari  audeaty  what  did  the  Church  of 
Rome  then  fay  more,  than  what  is  now 
faid  by  certvain  Members  of  the  Church 
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of  England  ?  The  Meaning  of  their 
Language  is  this — Let  no  one  prefume 
to  ufe  his  own  ability  in  expounding 
Scripture  contrary  to  the  Senfe  of  the 
Ellablifhed  Church,  and  the  unanimous 
Confent  (thougn  fuch  unanimity  never 
exifled)  of  thofe  learned  Fathers  who 
have  gone  before  us ;  every  thing  is 
fettled,  nothing  can  be  altered  for  the 
better,  Religion  is  not  a  progreflive 
Science,  and  they  who  think  it  to  be 
fo  are  petulantia  ingeniay  and  muft  be 
coerced. 

Syftems  in  Theology  have  as  much 
oftrudled  the  progrefs  of  Revealed 
Truth,  as  Syftems  in  Philofophy  have 
done  that  of  Natural  Truth ;  and  it  will 
require  as  much  application  of  geaius, 
induftry  and  learning,  to  free  the 
Chriftian  world  from  the  dominion  of 
corrupted  DocSlrine,  as  it  did  to  free  the 
philofophic  World  from  the  dominion 
of  Ariitotle.      So  that, 

Though  Religion  be  not  intended, 
For  nothing  elfe  but  to  be  mended, 
E   3  Yet 
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Yet  Councils,  and  S3"nods,  and  Convo- 
cations, and  Aifemblfes  of  Churchmen 
have  ulcd  fo  much  wood,  hay,  itubble, 
in  ere6ling,  altering,  and  repairing  Reli- 
gious Eftablifliments,  that  Wicklifie  and 
i^uther  were  almoft  at  a  lofs  to  difcover 
Reli^iion  itfelf :   infiead  of  the  founda- 

o 

tion  of  Apofdes  aiid  ProphetSy  they  met 
with  that  of  Councils  and  Churches ; 
inftead  of  the  Chief  Corjter  Stone  Jefus 
Chrifl^  they  every  where  met  with  Anti- 
chr'iji^  who  had  ufurped  his  place.  In 
plain  language,  Chriftianity  has  been 
io  corrupted,  that  it  will  be  a  work 
of  ages  to  reilore  it  to  its  original  pu- 
rity ;  and  Dr.  Cudworth  had  reafon  on 
his  fide,  when  he  doubted  whether  the 
truth  of  the  ChrilTian  Religion  was 
more  apparent  in  having  prevailed 
againll:  its  enemies,  or  in  not  having 
been  fmothered  by  the  frauds  and  for- 
geries of  its  friends. — But  it  is  time  to 
advert  for  a  moment  to  the  Athanafian 
Creed.      I  have  heard  of  the  blafphemy 

-of 
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of  Herefy  in  denying  the  Athanafian 
dodlrine  of  the  Trinity  ;  and  I  have 
heard  of  the  blafphemy  of  orthodoxy 
in  defending  it.  In  the  ufe  of  fuch 
expreflions,  every  one  muil:  be  fuppofed 
to  deliver  only  his  ow^n  fenfe  of  things ; 
and  this  diverfity  of  opinion  may  be 
eaiily  tolerated,  if  every  man  will  but 
treat  the  opinion  of  his  neighbour  with 
that  refpe6t  and  moderation  which  he 
wiflies  to  be  given  to  his  own ;  and 
abftain  from,  what  he  would  refent  as 
an  indignity  if  offered  to  himfelf,  im- 
pofing  his  fenfe  of  things  on  other 
men.  Let  no  one  raflily,  and  injuri- 
oully,  conclude,  that  he  who  diflikes 
the  Athanalian  Creed,  and  wifhes  to  fee 
it  expunged  from  our  Liturgy,  does 
thereby  fiiew  his  difbelief  of  the  doc- 
trine of  a  Trinity ;  he  may  admit  the 
dodrine  of  a  Trinity,  without  admitting 
the  doctrine  of  the  Athanafian  Trinity ; 
nay  he  may  even  admit  the  do6lrine  of 
the  Athanafian  Trinity,  and  yet  reje6l 
E  4  the 
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the  Creed  for  its  uncharitablenefs.  The 
opinions  of  divines  who  have  admitted 
a  Trinity  have  been  infinitely  various  ; 
"  did  Athanafius  (fays  a  deep  inquirer 
into  this  fubje6i:)  deny  the  Trinity  be- 
caufe  he  differed  from  Origenr  or  Cyril, 
becaufe  he  differed  from  Athanafius  ? 
or  Petavius,  becaufe  he  differed  from 
Cyril?  or  Clarke,  Pearfon,  Hov^,  Wallis, 
South,  Bennet,  Burnet,  Sherlock,  8cc. 
becaufe  they  differed  from  one  another? 
or  Waterland,  becaufe  he  formed  a  fyf- 
tem  different  from  all  that  went  before 
him  ?  Surely  by  no  means ;  every  one 
had  a  right  to  underftand  the  do6trine 
as  he  thought  was  moft  agreeable  to 
Scripture,  but  none  of  them  to  impofe 
his  opinion  on  other  men,"  I  have  in- 
troduced this  quotation  to  abate  the  ap- 
prehenfions  of  thofe  who  might  think, 
that  in  parting  with  the  Athanalian 
Creed,  they  mull:  of  neceffity  give  up 
every  idea  of  a  Trinity ;  they  will  part 
with   nothing   more   than   what    every 

Church 


[     57     ] 

Church  of  Chrift,  whether  lituated  in 
the  Eajl  or  in  the  Wejl^  ought,  when 
it  was  firft  offered  to  them,  to  have 
rejected  as  a  bold  invafion  of  their  Chri- 
llian  Liberty,  as  a  direct  infringement 
of  the  Chriftian  Law  of  Charity. 

A  Man  (nobody  now  certainly  knows 
\yho  he  was,  or  when  he  hved)  of 
like  paffions,  prejudices,  and  infirmi- 
ties with  the  reft  of  his  fpecies,  has  had 
the  pr'.iumption  to  declare,  that  ever- 
lafting  punifliment  will  be  the  lot  of 
all  thofe  who  do  not  believe  a  doctrine, 
and  his  expofition  of  that  dodlrine, 
which,  if  revealed  at  all  in  Scripture, 
is  confeiTedly  above  human  compre- 
henfion,  and  incapable  of  explanation. 
It  is  trifiing  to  fay  that  the  damnatory 
ciaufes  are  not  parts  of  the  Creed ^  and 
declare  nothing  more  than  the  opinion  of 
the  compofer^  for  they  extend  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  Creed,  and 
denounce  damnation  againft  all  who  do 
not  believe  every  part  of  it ;    and   it  is 

''  evident 
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evident  that  the  Commiffioners  in  1689 
tinderilood  them  to  do  fo,  or  they 
would  never  ^have  propofed  that  "  a 
"  Rubric  fliould  be  made,  declaring  the 
*^*  curfes  denounced  in  the  Creed  not  to 
"  be  rejirained  to  every  particular  Arti- 
*^  cle^  but  intended  againil  thofe  who 
*'  deny  the  Subftance  of  the  Chriftian 
"  Religion  in  general."  The  Reader 
will  do  me  injufcice,  if  he  thinks  that 
I  am  in  this  place  objecting  to  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Trinity  on  any  ground ; 
and  he  will  do  me  much  greater  in- 
juilice,  if  he  thinks  that  I  am  ol)je6ting 
to  it,  on  the  ground  of  my  inability  to 
comprehend  it.  I  know  full  well  my 
inability  to  comprehend  either  the  na- 
tural or  moral  attributes  of  the  Deity  ; 
the  mode  of  my  own  exifcence ;  the 
operation  of  any  natural  Caufe  what-  , 
ever  ;  to  derive  any  objection  to  the 
Trinity  from  fuch  a  principle  ;  nor  do 
1  believe  that  the  incompreheniibility 
of  the  doctrine,  ever   hindered  a   man 
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of  fenfe  from  embracing  it :  all  -at 
lead  whom  I  have  converfed  with, 
have  uniformly  argued — We  know  the 
diftin6l  Provinces  of  Faith  and  Reafon  ; 
we  know  that  God  will  never  require 
us  to  believe  any  thing  that  is  contrary 
to  Reafon  ;  and  we  are  ready  to  believe 
any  thing  that  is  above  our  Reafon,  if 
it  can  be  fliewn  to  come  from  him  : 
Vv^e  do  not  object  to  the  Doctrine  of 
Trinity  becaufe  it  is  above  our  Reafon, 
and  we  can  not  comprehend  it ;  but  we 
objed:  to  it,  becaufe  we  can  not  find  that 
it  is  either  literally  contained  in  any 
paflage  of  Holy  Writ,  or  can  by  found 
Criticifm  be  deduced  from  it. 

Whofoever-  will  be  faved :  before  aU 
things  it  is  neccffary  that  he  hold  the 
Catholic  Faith,  Which  Faith  except  every 
one  do  keep  whole  and  undefiled :  without 
doubt  he  Jhall  perijb  eVerlaJlingly.  And 
the  Catholic  Faith  is  this :  That  zve  wor- 
Jloip  one  God  in  'Trinity^  and  Trinity  in 
Unity,  Shev/  me,  thou  that  judgejl  ano- 
ther 
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ther  Man's  Servant  fo  harflily,  thou 
that  boldly  fayeil  without  doubt  he  Ihall 
perifh  everlaftingly,  fhew  me  in  what 
part  of  the  Bible,  men  are  commanded 
to  IVorJhip  one  God  in  'Trinity^  and  'Trinity 
in  Ufiity — the  fandion  is  dreadful,  the 
Law  fliould  be  plain — produce  the  paf- 
fage  itfelf,  and  prefume  not  by  infer- 
ence and  argumentation,  by  metaphy- 
seal notions,  fcholafcic  diflindlions,  and 
unfcriptural  phrafeology,  to  damn  with- 
out doubt  all  men,  for  not  believing  as 
thou  believeft,  I  know  that  the  divine 
difpleafure  is,  in  many  places,  de- 
nounced againft  thofe  who  reje6t  the 
Gofpel,  when  it  has  been  offered  to 
them ;  but  I  deny  that  it  is  in  any  one 
place  denounced  againft  thofe,  who  do 
not  wor/Jjip  One  God  in  Trinity^  and  Tri- 
nity in  Unity^  neither  confounding  the 
perfons  nor  di'viding  thejubjlance.  With- 
out tiring  my  reader  by  fliewing  the 
Irrelevancy,  if  I  may  be  allowed  the 
expredion,    of   molt  of  thofe   pafTages 

which 
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which  are  ufaally  produced  from  Scrip- 
ture, in  juftification  of  the  damnatory 
Claufes  of  this  Creed,  I  will  fingle  out 
one,  and  that  by  far  the  ftrongeft  which 
can  be  met  with ;  but  I  will  not  con- 
tent myfelf,  as  is  too  often  done^  with 
quoting  the  latter  part  of  the  palTage 
only.  Jefus  when  he  was  about  finally 
to  leave  his  Difciples  faid  to  them — 
Go  ye  into  all  the  World  and  preach  the 
Go/pel  to  every  creature^  he  that  believetb 
and  is  baptized  Jhall  befaved;  but  he  that 
believeth  not /ball  be  da?7med. — Without 
topping  in  this  place,  to  inquire  criti- 
cally into  the  meaning  of  the  word 
damned  as  it  is  here  ufed,  but  admit- 
ting, what  fome  men  wdll  not  grant, 
that  it  has  a  reference  to  a  future  ilate, 
what  is  the  whole  paiTage,  w-hen  taken 
as  it  ought  to  be  together,  to  the  pur- 
pofe  for  which  it  is  produced  ?  Dam- 
nation is  here  denounced  againft  thofe 
who  do  not  believe  the  Gofpel^  but  it  is 
not  denounced  againft  thofe  who  do  not 

believe 
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believe  the  Creed  of  St.  Athanafius. 
But  the  dodtriiie  of  the  Gofpel,  you 
will  rejoin,  is  exa6lly  the  fame  as  the 
do6lrine  of  the  Creed  of  St.  Athanaiius. 
— %o you  are  pleafed  to  fay — but  /have 
a  right  to  demand  how  you  knozv  it  to 
be  the  fame ;  the  term  Trinity  occurs 
not  at  all,  the  term  Subftance  occurs 
not  in  the  fenfe  in  v^hich  it  is  here 
ufed,  in  the  whole  New  Teilament ; 
and  the  other  phrafes  in  which  the  dif-r 
ferent  parrs  of  the  Creed  are  expreifed 
are  not  Scripture  phrafes ;  the  utmoft 
that  you  c^n  fay,  or  that  the  Compiler 
, of  the  Creed  himfelf  (whether  it  was 
Vigilius  'Tapfenjis^  as  he  is  commonly 
called,  or  any  other  Perfon)  could  have 
faid,  is,  that  you  believe  it  to  be  the 
fame.  It  may  be  that  your  belief  is 
right;  it  may  be,  that  it  is  otherwife ; 
this  is  not  the  time  for  examining  whe- 
ther it  be  right  or  wrong;  I  fay  nothing 
on  that  fubje6t;  but  I  muft  remind  you, 
of  what  you  ought  never  to.  have  for- 
gotten 
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o-otten  for  a  moment,  that  there  are  and 
have  ever  been  thoufandsj  and  tens  of 
thoufands  of  men,  who  have  refolutely 
contended,  and  do  now  contend,  rightly 
or  otherwife  1  here  inquire  not,  that 
your  behef  is  an  abfolute  error;  that 
the  Creed  of  St.  Athanaiius  is  not  the 
fame  thing  as  the  Gofpel;  that  myriads 
of  Jews  and  Gentiles  were  baptized  and 
put,  they  truft,  into  a  Hate  of  falvation 
before  ever  the  name  of  Athanaiius 
was  heard  of  in  the  world  ;  that  the 
Church  of  England  herfelf  baptizes 
infants  and  adults  in  the  name  of  the 
Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghoft,  and  de- 
clares them  tD  be  thereby  made  heirs 
of  everlailing  falvation  on  their  pro- 
fe fling  a  belief  of  the  Apojiles'  Creed \ 
that  in  doing  this,  llie  clearly  Ihews, 
either  that  (lie  does  not  believe  the 
Creed  of  Athanaiius  to  be  necelTary  to 
falvation,  for  flie  declares  Perfons  to  be 
in  a  ftate  of  falvation  without  their 
profeffion  of  it ;  or,  that  ilie  thinks  it 
A  '  '  is 
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is  in  nothing  different  from  the  Apoftles' 
Greed ;  and,  if  it  be  in  nothing  different 
from  the  Apoitles'  Creed,  the  introduce 
tion  of  it  into  tlie  Liturgy,  whenever  it 
was  done,  was  ufelefs ;  and  the  reten- 
tion of  it  is  the  receiving  him  that  is 
weak  in  the  faith  to  doubtful  difputa- 
tiom\  it  is  putting  a  flwnbling- blocks  an 
occafion  to  fall^  in  our  brother's  way. 

Gracious  God !  whence  is  it  that 
men  are  fo  Uttle  confcious  of  the  im- 
perfedlion  of  human  knowledge  in  all 
Sciences ;  of  the  utter  impotency  of 
human  reafon  in  whatever  refpedfs 
Deity  ;  of  the  falhbihty  of  human  judg- 
ment in  every  thing ;  that  they  have 
fo  little  humility  as  men ;  fo  little 
charity  as  Chrillians  ;  as  not  to  blufli 
at  eredling  their  interpretation  of  Scrip- 
ture, into  an  Idol,  which  all  men  muft 
either  worlhip,  or  perilh  without  doubt 
everlajiingly  I  That  there  are  feveral 
Gofpel  truths  in  the  Greed  of  St.  Atha- 
nalius  is  not  denied ;  but  it  is  argued, 
though  every  particular  of  the   Creed 

could 


r  65  ] 

could  be  proved  from  Scripture  to  the 
fatisfadtion  of  every  Ghriftian  in  the 
world,  except  one,  that  all  the  Chriflians 
in  the  world  would  err  againft  Gofpel 
Chanty,  in  adjudging,  without  any 
doubt,  that  one  to  everlafting  damnation, 
for  not  believing  as  they  believe. 

I  meddle  not  with  the  docSlrine  of 
the  Creed ;  the  Meaning  of  the  terms 
Confubitantiability  and  Ferfonality^  as  ap- 
plied even  to  objects  of  our  fenfes,  is 
not  clearly  comprehended  by  one  man 
in  a  thoufand  :  Mr.  Locke's  opinion 
that  ab{lra6l  ideas  conftitute  the  forts  of 
fubftances,  is  fomewhat  more  intelli- 
gible than  the  fcholaftic  do6trine  of 
fubftantial  forms ;  and  yet  different 
men  would  not  perhaps  foon  agree,  in 
what  the  fubftance  of  man  differed 
from  that  of  brute.  But  when  thefe 
terms  are  applied  to  the  Supreme  Being; 
when  Chrifl  is  faid  to  be  confubftantial 
with  us  by  reafon  of  his  humanity, 
and  confubilantial  with  God   by   reafon 

F  of 
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of  his  Deity  (o[AOiicrioc  tw  ^oct^i  xoltx  7riv 

Tji]a),  all  my  ideas,  abftradl  and  others^ 
an  entirely  loil ;  and  though  on  that 
account,  the  propofitions  refpecSting  fuch 
Confubftantiability  are  not  to  be  re- 
jected, if  God  hath  faid  that  they  are 
true ;  yet  a  man  may  humbly  wifh, 
and  he  ought  not  to  beefteemedfa6lious 
and  turbulent  for  exprefling  his  wifh 
to  fubmit  his  reafon  to  the  very  words 
of  Revelation,  rather  than  to  terms  of 
man's  invention. 

I  enter  not  into  the  queftion,  w^hen 
or  by  whom  this  Creed  was  compofed. 
Cave^  as  quoted  by  Dr.  Clarke^  fays, 
that  it  was  never  cited  till  about  the 
year  800,  above  400  years  after  the 
death  of  Athanafius ;  nor  was  received 
in  the  Church  till  fo  very  late  as  about 
the  year  1000  :  But  though  it  could 
be  proved  that  this  inejlimable  treafure, 
as  it  has  been  called,  was  given  to  the 
Church  as  long  before  the  age  of  Atha- 
nafius, 
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nafius,  as  it  was  probably  given  after 
it,  flill  muft  I  be  of  opinion,  that  the 
Church  of  Chrift  ought  never  to  have 
received  it.  There  may  be  inveteracy 
of  error,  as  well  as  antiquity  of  truth ; 
and  he  who  can  fay  nothing  for  his 
own  opinions  but  that  they  are  old  ;  or 
againft  thofe  of  his  opponents,  but  that 
they  are  new,  feems  to  me  to  fay  no- 
thing to  the  purpofe  on  either  fide. 
I  will  fpeak  freely. — Was  I  compelled 
to  receive  a  Creed  of  human  compo- 
lition,  I  would  more  willingly,  in  thefe 
enlightened  times,  receive  one  from 
fuch  men  as  Locke,  Clarke,  or  Tillot- 
fon,  than  from  either  Athanafius  or 
Arius,  or  even  from  hundreds  of  con- 
tentious or  political  Biiliops,  affembled 
in  folemn  Council  at  Nice^  Jntiocbj  or 
Ariminum. 

After   this    declaration,    the   Reader 

will  not  expert,    that    I   lliould  labour 

to  adorn  my  page,    or   to   difplay    my 

learning   (no  different  matter,    I  alTure 

F   2  him, 
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him,  in  fubje6ls  of  this  kind)  by  a  long 
firing  of  quotations  from  the  Fathers, 
in  fupport  of  the  do6lrine  of  the  Atha- 
nafian  Creed,  or  in  oppofition  to  it. 
There  is  the  lefs  neceffity  for  my  doing 
this,  in  as  much  as  it  has  been  fre- 
quently done  by  others ;  for  though 
all  the  ancient  authorities  have  not  pro- 
bably been  produced  on  either  lide, 
which  might  be  produced  ;  yet  few  of 
much  importance  have  efcaped  the  re- 
fearches  of  Petavius,  Bull,  Clarke, 
Whiilon,  Whitby,  Waterland,  and  more 
modern  writers  on  the  Trinity.  And 
there  is  no  neceffity  at  all  for  its  being 
done  either  by  me  or  any  body  elfe,  if  we 
may  credit  the  judgment  of  the  modeft 
and  impartial  Whitby,  behaving,  withr 
out  any  referve,  declared  it  to  be  his 
opinion,  and  fupported  his  declaration 
by  great  learning,  "  that  the  contro- 
veriies  concerning  the  Trinity  can  not 
be  certainly  fettled  by  the  writings  of 
the  Fathers,    by  Councils,    or  Catholic 

tradition." 
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tradition."  So  that  if  a  ControTerfia- 
lift  fhould  become  another  Feter  horn- 
bard  in  colle6ling  the  fentejices  of  the 
Fathers,  or  another  Duns  Scotus  in 
twifting  them  to  his  purpofe,  he  would 
notj  in  the  opinion  of  competent  judges, 
be  able  to  eftablifli,  (perhaps  it  may  be 
added,  not  to  refute,  fo  loofely  do  the 
Fathers  often  exprefs  themfelves,)  the 
Athanalian  dodrine  of  the  Trinity.  The 
dodlrine,  if  it  can  be  eftablifhed,  mutl 
be  eftablifhed  as  all  other  dodtrines 
ought  to  be,  on  the  authority  of  Scrip- 
ture. And  in  having  recourfe  to 
Scripture  on  this  point,  1  can  not  but 
admire  that  fo  much  Learning  has  been 
expended  by  one  party  in  proving,  and 
by  the  other  in  difproving,  the  genuine- 
nefs  of  the  famous  text  in  the  firft 
Epiftle  of  St.  John.  May  I  be  permitted 
humbly  to  ftate  my  opinion — That  the 
text,  if  genuine,  can  never  prove  the 
Truth  of  the  Athanalian  doctrine  of 
the  Trinity,  to  the  fatisfadion  of  thofe 
F   3  who 
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who  think  that  do(5lrine  not  to  be 
proved  in  other  parts  of  Scripture  : 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  text, 
if  not  genuine,  will  not  enable  the 
impugners  of  that  doctrine  to  get  rid  of 
the  other  arguments  from  Scripture,  by 
which  it  may  be  maintained  ;  for,  it 
appears  from  Whifton's  Life  of  Clarke, 
that  not  only  Newton,  and  Bentley,  and 
Clarke  gave  up  the  Text  as  not  genuine, 
but  that  the  mofi:  learned  defender  of 
the  Trinity,  Waterland  himfelf,  thought 
it  was  fpurious.  Mr.  'fravis's  labours, 
on  the  genuinenefs  of  this  text,  are 
highly  meritorious ;  and  the  labours 
of  Wolfius  in  his  Cur^  Fbilologica^  pub- 
liflied  at  Bafil  in  1741,  are  highly 
meritorious  alfo  ;  but  to  fay  that  the 
feparate  or  united  labours  of  thefe  gen- 
tlemen have  left  no  room  for  future 
doubt y  or  that  the  text  nozv  reJIs  on  the 
fur  eft  bafis  of  authority  and  proofs  is  af- 
firming, what  many  excellent  critics 
will  not  admit  to  be   true,    and   what, 

if 
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if  true,  would  not  fettle  the  point  of 
do6lrine,   refpe^fting  a  Trinity. 

It  has  been  faid,  and  with  an  air  of 
triumph,  which  the  ftridlefl  accuracy, 
and  the  moil  indifputable  veracity  of 
the  faying,  would  fcarcely  juftify,  *'  that 
the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  which 
has  lately  been  adopted  by  the  Epifco- 
palian  Church  in  America,  is  in  all 
material  points  the  fame  with  ours ; 
and  indeed,  excepting  a  few  alterations, 
not  one  of  them  impugning  any  arti- 
cle of  Faith,  an  exa6l  copy  of  our  own 
Ritual."  In  a  book  of  Common  Prayer, 
publidied  in  1786  at  Philadelphia,  and 
re-publifhed  laft  year  in  London,  I  find 
many  variations  from  our  Liturgy ;  I 
will  firft  take  notice  of  fome,  which, 
though  they  may  be  fpoken  of  as  not 
material,  will  by  many  be  thought  fo ; 
and  then  mention  others,  which  all 
will  acknowledge  to  be  important. 

The  wifli  of  the  Country  Curate  with 

refpedt  to  fponfors  is  accompliflied,  for 

F  4  by 
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by  the  American  Liturgy — Parents 
Jhall  be  admitted  as  Sponf or s^  if  it  be  de- 
Jired^  and  the  Sign  of  the  Crofs  may  be 
omitted.  The  obje6lion  of  the  Coun- 
try Curate  to  the  prayer  in  the  Burial 
Service,  beginning  with,  Almighty  God 
with  whom  do  live^  ^c,  as  being  neither 
agreeable  to  reafon  or  Scripture,  has 
been  attended  to ;  for  in  the  American 
Liturgy  there  is  no  fuch  prayer.  In 
the  fame  fervice  the  phrafes — take  unto 
himfelf  the^foul  of  our  dear  Brother^  is 
changed  into,  take  out  of  this  world--^ 
The  [)hrafe,  in  Jure  and  certain  hope  of 
the  rejurreclion  to  eternal  Life  ;  and,  as 
our  hope  is  tois  our  Brother  doth^  are 
both  left  out.  In  the  article  intituled, 
Of  Faith  in  the  Holy  'Trinity^  I  can  not 
find  any  thing  anfwering  to — in  Unity  of 
this  Godhead  there  be  three  Perfons  of 
one  Subjance,  In  the  article  of  Origi- 
nal Sm,  I  cannot  iind — therefore  in 
every  per  [on  born  into  this  world  it  de^ 
Jerveib  God's  wrath  and  damnation.     I 

can 
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can  find  nothing  anfwering  to  our  1 3th 
article,  in  which  works  done  before 
juftification  are  faid,  to  have  the  nature 
of  fin  :  and  the  article  refpeiting  Ffe~ 
dejiination  is  greatly  altered.  But  I 
ftudy  brevity ;  and  will  turn  from  thefe 
and  limilar  points,  furely  not  immate- 
rial ones,  to  others  which  have  been 
looked  upon  as  of  great  moment.  I 
will  inftance  in  four  particalars.  In 
the  Aportle's  Creed  the  words,  *'  He 
defcended  into.  Hell"  are  omitted— The 
Athanafian  Creed  is  omitted— The  Ni- 
cene  Creed  is  omitted — The  abfolution 
of  the  lick  is  omitted,  and  a  Prayer  from 
the  Communion  fervice  is  introduced 
in  its  ftead.  Thefe  are  fome  of  the 
alterations  of  our  Liturgy,  which  the 
Epifcopalian  Church  in  America  thought 
iitto  propofe  ;  moft  of  which  they  have 
adopted ;  and  all  of  which,  I  queltion 
not,  they  would  have  adopted,  had 
they  been  left  to  the  free  and  impartial 
exertion  of  their  own  judgment ;    and 

how 
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how  far  fucli  a  Liturgy  can  be  looked 
tij  on  as  almoft  an  exa6t  copy  of  our 
R.t\ial,  let  the  candid  inquirer  judge. 

Whether  I  am,  or  am  not,  juftified 
in  thinking,  that  the  American  Epifco- 
palian  Church  would  have  adopted  all 
the  alterations,  which  appear  in  the 
Common  Prayer  Book  printed  at  Phi- 
ladelphia in  1786,  if  they  had  been 
permitted  to  follow  their  own  judg- 
ment, the  Reader  muft  determine  from 
the  following  llatement  of  fads,  which 
I  have  extradted  from  the  journals  of 
the  American  Convention,  appointed 
to  frame  an  Ecclefiaftical  Conflitution, 
and  prepare  a  Liturgy,  publiihed  in  a 
book  before  quoted,  by  a  late  Under 
Secretary  ofjlate. 

The  Clerical  and  Lay  deputies  of  the 
feveral  States  of  New  York,  New  Jerfey, 
penfylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virgi- 
nia and  South  Carolina,  coniiihng  of  forty 
two  perfons,  alfembled  in  Convention 
at  Philadelphia,  and  held  feveral  meet- 
ings 
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ings  from  the  2  7  th  of  September,  to  the 
7th  of  06tober  1785.  In  thefe  meet- 
ings a  Committee,  confifting  of  feven 
clerical,  and  of  feven  lay  deputies, 
was  appointed  to  confider  of,  and  report 
fuch  alterations  in  the  Liturgy,  as  fliould 
render  it  confident  with  the  Ameiicaa 
Revolution,  and  fuch  further  alter- 
ations in  the  Liturgy,  as  it  might  be 
advifeable  for  the  Convention  to  recom- 
mend to  the  confideration  of  the  Church 
there  reprefented  :  the  fame  Committee 
was  appointed  to  prepare  a  draft  of  an 
eccleiiaftical  Conlti  ution,  for  the  Pro- 
tettant  Epifcopal  Church  in  the  United 
States  of  America  ;  and  alfo  to  prepare 
and  report  a  plan  for  obtaining  the  con- 
fecration  of  Biihops,  together  with  an 
addrefs  to  the  Archbiihops  and  Billiops 
of  the  Church  of  England,  for  that 
purpofe.  All  this  was  performed  by 
the  Committee,  and  reported  to  the  con- 
vention, and  the  book  of  Common* 
Prayer,   which  1  have  mentioned,   was 

recom- 
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recommended  by  the  Convention  to  the 
Confideration  of  the  Church  by  them 

reprefented. It  does  not  appear  that 

any  obje6lion  whatever  was  made  to 
this  reformed  Liturgy  by  the  Epifcopa- 
lian  Church  in  America,  and  that  it 
was  in  fatSl  ufed  by  that  Church  for 
fome  time  is  therefore  to  be  prefumed, 
— It  feemed  good  to  the  Bifhops  of 
England,  before  they  confecrated  any 
American  Bifliops,  to  recommend,  fliall 
it  be  faid,  or  to  require,  that  in  the 
American  Common-Prayer  Book — the 
Apoftles  Creed  fliould  be  reitored  to 
its  integrity  ;  and  that  a  place  fhould 
be  given  in  it  to  the  Nicene  and  Atha- 
nafian  Creeds,  even  though  the  ufe  of 
them  fhould  be  left  difcretional. — This 
recommendation,  or  requifition,  was 
taken  into  confideration  by  a  Conven- 
tion of  five  States  (there  being  no  De- 
puties from  Virginia  or  Maryland)  af- 
fembled  at  Wilminc;ton  in  the  State  of 
Delaware,  on  the  iith  of  06lober, 
1786,    confining    of   twenty    perfons. 

On 
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On  the  queftion  being  put,  whether 
the  words,  "  He  defcended  into  Hell" 
lliould  be  reftored  in  the  Apoftle  Creed  ? 
1 3  faid  Aye,  and  7  faid  Nay,  and  fo  the 
words  were  to  be  reftored.  On  the 
Queftion,  fball  the  Nicene  Creed  be 
reftored  in  the  Liturgy  ?  the  fame 
was  unaniamouily  agreed  to.  It  ap- 
pears very  probable,  though  it  is  not 
clearly  ftated,  that  this  reftoration  of  the 
Nicene  Greed  was  no  more  than  a  per- 
miilion  for  the  Minitter  to  ufe  either 
that  or  the  Apoftles  Creed.  On  the 
queftion,  fhall  the  Creed,  commonly 
called  the  Athanaftan  Creed,  be  ad- 
mitted in  the  Liturgy  of  the  Proteftant 
Epifcopal  Church  in  the  United  States  of 
America?  17  faid  Nay,  and  3  faid 
Aye  ;  and  fo  it  was  determined  that  the 
Athanafian  Creed  ftiall  not  be  admitted 
into  the  Liturgy  of  the  Proteftant 
Epifcopalian  Church  in  America.  All 
the  Deputies  of  the  Stares  of  New 
York,  Penfyivania,  and  South  Carolina 
faid  Nay  ;  thofe  of  New  Jerfey  and 
Delaware  were  divided — if  any  altera- 
tions. 
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tions  have  been  made   in   this   matter 
fmce   Odlober    1786,    they    have    not 
come  to  my  knowledge.      On  the  fup- 
pofition  that  none  have   been  made,    I 
beg   the  Reader   to  confider — whether 
the  American  Liturgy,  which,  in  addi- 
tion to  many  other  important  variations, 
has  abfolutely  rejeded  the  Greed  of  St. 
Athanafius   be,    in   all  material  points 
the  fame  as  ours ;   if  it  be,   we  may  pre- 
fume  that  the  Athanafian  Creed   is  an 
immaterial  pointy    and  that  thofe  who 
think  it  fo,   will  forward   its  Expulfion 
from   the   Liturgy   of  the   Church  of 
England. 

With  refpedl  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity  as  explained  by  Athanafius  or 
any  other  Man^  I  cannot  look  upon  it 
to  be  fo  fundamental  in  religion,  as  to 
think  we  (liould  be  guilty  of  fin  ^  in  con- 
fenting  to  revife,  or  even  to  change  it. 
If  in  this  I  differ  from  fome,  I  have 
others  to  fupport  me  ;  nay,  I  have  the 
great  principle  of  all  the  Proteftant 
churches   in  the   world  in  my  favour: 

for 
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for  it  is  a  principle  with  them  all,  to 
admit  the  fallibility  of  all  human  ex- 
plications of  Scripture  :  Every  human 
explication  then  of  the  Trinity,  may  be 
an  erroneous  explication  ;  and  what 
may  be  an  error,  can  not  be,  and  ought 
not  to  be  impofed,  as  a  fundamental 
Ghriftiaii  verity.  Epifcopius,  Curcellt^us^ 
Limborchj  as  eminent  divines  as  Chrif- 
tendom  hath  ever  known,  all  main- 
tained— that  the  belief  of  the  Trinity, 
according  to  any  human  explication  of 
the  do6trine,  was  not  neceffary  to  fal- 
vation — and  many  of  our  own  Divines, 
in  anfwering  the  objections  of  Free- 
thinkers, have  maintained  the  fame 
thing,  —  and,  indeed,  the  bifliops  of 
England,  by  permitting  the  Epifcopa- 
lian  church  in  America  to  ufe  or  not 
to  ufe  the  Nicene  and  Athanallan 
Greeds  according  to  their  difcretion, 
may  be  thought  to  have  given  no  ob- 
fcure  intimation,  of  their  not  believing 
the  profeffion  of  thefe  human  expla- 
nations of  the  Trinity,  to  be  neceilary 

to 
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to  falvation.  So  that,  I  fincerely  own, 
I  cannot  fee,  upon  what  principle  of 
Reafon  or  Religion,  the  revifal,  even  of 
the  doctrines  of  our  Liturgy  can  be 
obje(fled  to.  To  fav  that  what  is  efta- 
blillied,  is  right  and  Ihall  be  main- 
tained, is  an  imperious  argument  of 
authority ;  more  befitting  the  mouth  of 
the  Pope  at  Rome,  or  of  the  Mufti  at 
Conitantinople,  than  that  of  any  Pro- 
teftant  in  Chriliendom.  If  we  look 
back  a  few  hundred  years  into  our  own 
hiftory,  we  fliall  find  our  anceflors 
then  believed ;  nay,  if  we  do  but  crofs 
the  channel,  we  lliall  find  millions  of 
men  now  believing  a  do6lrine,  and  con- 
tending that  it  is  founded  on  the  fure 
word  of  God,  which  we  think  has  no 
foundation  whatever,  either  in  reafon 
or  Scripture — the  dofthne  of  Tranfub- 
ftantiation.  And  who  will  fay  that  our 
poilerity  may  not  be  as  much  afto- 
niflied  at  our  having  believed  the  Atha- 
nailan  dodtrine    of  the  Trinity,   as  we 

are 


t     8i     3 

are  afloniflied  at  our  anceftors  having 
believed  the  dodlrine  of  Tranfubftan- 
tiation,  which  the  Romanifts  maintain 
to  be  as  credible,  and  as  firmly  fup- 
ported  by  Scripture,  as  that  docftrine  of 
the  Trinity  is  ?  My  contending,  or  any 
perfon's  contending — that  it  is  impoffi- 
ble  fuch  a  revolution  of  fentiment 
fnonld  ever  take  place  in  the  breaiis  of 
Engliflimen,  is  no  better  proof  of  fuch 
impoffibility,  than  a  Catholic  prieft's 
contending,  that  it  is  impoffible  French- 
men fliould  ever  difbelieve  Tranfub- 
ftantiation,  would  be  a  proof  that  fuch 
an  event  would  never  take  place ;  an 
event,  which  moft  Engliihmen  believe 
will  take  place  foon. 

Is  it  reafonable  then,  it  may  be 
urged,  upon  principles  of  impartial 
julhce — that  the  Trinitarian  worihip 
of  the  National  Church  fliould  be  fub- 
verted,  in  order  to  make  room  for  the 
Unitarian  worQilp  of  Mr,  Lindfefs  Cba- 
pel — of  that  fi.op  in  Ej]ex  Street ^  where 

G  men 
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men  may  go^  and  buy  their  Divinity  f -— 
Men  certainly  pay,  and  properly  pay, 
their  inftrudtors  both  in  the  National 
Church,  and  in  Mr.  Lindfey's  chapel : 
that  conlideration  will  not  help  to  de- 
cide the  queftion  ;  nor  in  conlidering 
it  fliould  we  pay  attention  to  the  \vords 
church  and  chapeL — In  anfweriiig  it, 
I  fliould  certainly  fay — it  is  reafonable, 
if  the  Unitarian  worfliip  adopted  by  Mr. 
Lindfey,  be  more  conformable  to  Scrip- 
ture, than  the  Trinitarian  wordiip  fol- 
lowed by  the  Church  of  England. — 
But,  who  Ihall  decide  that  point  ?  On 
the  one  hand,  w^e  have  men  of  good 
morals,  and  of  great  learning,  who  ob- 
jedt  to  our  worlhip  (God  forbid  I  that 
I  fliould  ^o  far  forget  either  my  mo- 
defty,  or  my  charity,  as  to  fay  their  ob- 
jections are  either  Jiliy^  or  begotten  in 
ignora?tce,  or  7iurjed  by  feIf-co?2ceit)^  af- 
firming the  Unitarian  worfliip,  to  be  the 
only  w^orfliip,  which  is  conformable  to 
the  whole  tenor  of  the  Old  and  New 

Teftament. 
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Teftament.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
have  men  of  morals  as  good,  and  of 
learning  as  great,  who  affirm  that  the 
Trinitarian  worH^iip  is  more  conform* 
able  to  Scripture  than  the  Unitarian. 
Here,  then  we  have  affirmation  oppofed 
to  affirmation  ;  but  affirmation  is  not 
the  meafure  of  truth. — Will  numbers 
help  us  to  a  conclullon  ?  Muil  w^e  fay 
that  the  Trinitarian  worffiip  is  more 
conformable  to  Scripture  than  the  Uni- 
tarian, inafmuch  as  there  are  more  Tri- 
nitarians than  Unitarians  in  Chritlen- 
dom  r  No — Confent  of  numbers  is  not 
the  criterion  of  true  do6lrine;  if  it  was, 
we  mult  admit  that  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic is  more  pure  than  tlie  Proteifant 
religion ;  that  Mahomet's  religion  is 
better  founded  than  the  religion  of 
Jefus  ;  and  Paganifm  than  both  of 
them.  Numbers  may  by  force  put  an 
end  to  contention,  but  they  cannot  pro- 
duce convi6tion.  What  then  is  reafon- 
able  to  be  done  ?  I  am  not  acculfomed 
G    2  to 
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to  conceal  my  fentiments  on  any  fub- 
jed:,  and  I  have  no  hefitation  in  deli- 
vering them  on  this;  I  .have  only  to 
beg  the  Reader's  excufe  for  the  liberty 
I  take  in  delivering  any  opinion  on  a- 
point  of  fuch  intricacy  and  delicacy ;  but 
my  ophiion  is  —  that  the  Trinitarian 
worfliip  fliould  be  continued  in  the 
church  at  prefent ;  not  on  the  ground 
of  its  being  moft  conformable  to  Scrip- 
ture (for  who  fhall  judge  of  that  ?)  but 
on  the  ground  of  its  being  now  believed 
to  be  fo  by  the  legiflature  of  the  king- 
dom ;  and  that  thofe  who  believe  other- 
wife,  fhould  have  the  molt  abfolute 
liberty  to  worfliip  God  in  their  way, 
and  to  publifli  whatever  interpretations 
of  Scripture  they  fliould  judge  proper 
in  fupport  of  their  dodrines.  If,  in  the 
viciffitudes  incident  to  all  human  opi- 
nions, the  legiflature  of  this  country, 
which  reprefents  (really  or  not,  is  not 
now  the  queftion)  the  majority  of  the' 
people,  fliould  be  perfuaded,   that  the 
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Unitarian  form  of  worfhip  was  more 
conformable  than  the  Trinitarian  to 
the  word  of  God,  then  it  would  be  pro- 
per that  the  Unitarian  worfliip  fhould 
be  the  worfhip  of  the  National  Church; 
and  that  the  Trinitarians  Ihould  be  al- 
lowed the  fame  abfolute  liberty  of  wor- 
fhiping  in  their  way,  and  of  publifhing 
in  fupport  of  their  opinions,  which  I 
think  is  due,  and  ought  now  to  be 
granted  to  the  Unitarians.  This,  per- 
haps, is  not  the  beft  poflible  thing 
which  might  be  done,  if  a  Church 
Conftitution  was  to  be  formed  de  novo\ 
but  1  think  it  is  all  that  can  in  reafon 
be  demanded  of  a  State,  which  has  pre- 
vioufly  determined  to  eftablifli  only  one 
Se6t  of  Chriflians ;  the  juftice  of  fuch  a 
determination  I  think  might  be  proved ; 
and  the  policy  of  it  is  not  now  the  fub- 
jedl  of  inquiry. —  Perhaps  it  will  be 
thought  that  I  take  too  much  for 
granted,  in  faying,  that  the  Trinitarian 
worihip  is  now  believed  by  the  Legifla- 
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tiire,  to  be  more  conformable  to  Scrip- 
ture than  the  Unitarian — but  fuch  is 
my  opinion,  and  in  taking  the  liberty  to 
declare  it,  1  do  not  wiili  to  prefs  it 
upon  other  men  as  a  fa6l.  May  I  be 
permitted  to  mention  another  opinion 
■ — that  was  the  queltion  concerning  the 
propriety  of  fubftituting  Doctor  Clarke's 
amended  Liturgy,  or  one  on  that  plan 
in  the  place  of  our  prefent  Liturgy  nozv 
propofed,  in  order  to  have  the  deciiion 
of  the  Legiflature  upon  it  a  twelve- 
month hence,  fo  that  all  ferious  men 
might  have  time  to  confider  the  fub- 
je<fl:,  my  opinion  is,  that  it  would  be 
decided  for  Dr.  Clarke's  amended  Li- 
turgy, or  one  on  that  plan. 

I  beg  the  Reader  to  remark,  that  the 
general  excellency  of  our  Liturgy  is 
not  here  either  denied  or  queftioned ; 
a  review  of  it  is  the  only  thing  con- 
tended for.  A  great  many  learned 
men,  both  in  the  laft  century  and  in 
this,  have  jufily  fpoken  of  the  Liturgy 

in 


t  87  ] 

in  terms  of  commendation  ;  and  fome 
have  fpoken  of  it  m  fuch  an  extrava-  , 
gant  ftyle  of  panegyrick,  as  can  not 
with  propriety,  I  had  almoil  faid,  as 
can  not  without  impiety  be  apphed  to 
any  human  compofition.  Notwith- 
standing this,  I  know  of  no  period  of 
Church  Hiftory,  from  the  beginning  of 
the  Reformation  to  the  prefent  time,  in 
which  objections  of  weight  have  not 
been  made  to  various  parts  of  it,  by 
men  of  probity  and  competent  know- 
ledge of  the  fubjecft,  and  more  parti- 
cularly, fiuce  the  latt  eftablifliment  of 
the  Liturgy  in  1661.  There  have  fre- 
quently arifen,  (not  Puritans  or  Diflen- 
ters  of  any  kind,)  but  men  nurfed  up 
in  the  bofom  of  the  Church,  who  have 
not  Icrupled  to  maintain,  that  a  revifal 
both  of  the  worlhip  and  do6lrines  of 
the  Liturgy,  and  of  the  Articles  of  Re- 
ligion, would  tend  to  the  eafe  of  men's 
confciences,  to  the  furtherance  of  piety 
and  good  morals,  to  the  reputation  of 
G  4  the 
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the  Church,  and  the  purity  of  religion. 
To  fpeak  of  fuch  men  as  of  prodigies 
in  the  moral  world  who  are  to  be  no- 
ticed for  their  fingularity  rather  than 
revered  for  their  integrity,  to  reprefent 
them  as  anomalous  and  eccentric  cha- 
racters, to  charge  them  with  being 
enemies  to  all  eftabliHiments,  or  to  that 
of  the  Church  of  England,  as  being 
detlitute  of  juibce  and  honour  in  en- 
deavouring to  amend  an  eftablifliment, 
which  they  receive  wages  for  defend- 
ing— what  is  all  this  ?  It  is  loving  dark^ 
nefs  rather  thayt  lights  it  is  damping  the 
fpirit  of  inquiry,  it  is  condudling  con- 
troverfy  in  a  manner,  neither  calcu- 
lated to  mcreafe  the  moderation  of  the 
Church,  or  to  promote  the  inveliigation 
of  truth. 

But  you  will  fay,  that  Clergymen, 
who  in  the  progrefs  of  their  Miniftry 
become  diffatisfied  with  any  part  of  the 
Ritual  and  doctrines  of  the  Church, 
ought  to  refign  their   Preferments    and 
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retire  from  the  Miniftry — and  do  you^ 
vvhofe  lot  it  may  be  to  live  in  luxury 
and  draw  thoufands  from  the  Church, 
do  you,  in  the  violence  of  your  moral 
virtue,  in  the  intemperance  of  your 
religious  zeal,  in  the  over-orthodoxy 
of  your  faith,  do  you  call  upon  a  poor 
Clergyman,  who  in  the  humility  of 
his  Soul  dares  not  fay  "  by  his  autho- 
rity committed  to  me  I  abfolve  thee 
from  all  thy  Sins,"  or  who,  in  the 
weaknefs  of  his  intellect,  can  not  un- 
derftand  the  meaning  of  the  terms,  in 
which  the  Athanafian  dodlrine  of  the 
Trinity  is  exprefTed,  or,  in  the  charity 
of  his  heart,  fcruples  denouncing  dam- 
nation on  his  brethren,  do  you  call 
upon  fuch  a  man  to  give  up  his  pre- 
ferments, to  retire  from  the  Miniftry^ 
and  to  llarve?  1!l  there  is  a  BiHiop  on  the 
Bench  who  v/ould  do  this,  I  fliouid  be 
proud  to  fay,  God  forgive  the  boaft  ! 
that,  was  I  a  Bifliop,  my  foul  was  not 
at  unifon  with  his. 

But 
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But  if  one  man  may  omit  this  part 
of  the  Liturgy  becaufe  he  diflikes  it, 
another  may  omit  that,  and  thus,  by 
giving  way  to  the  fcruples  of  individu- 
als, nothing  will  be  left. — It  will  be 
time  enough  to  anfwer  this  objedlion, 
^vhen  the  omiilions  fiiall  become  fo 
numerous  as  that  the  eifentials  of  wor- 
ihip  are  not  left ;  or  fo  ofFenlive  to 
Chritliian  Congregations,  as  to  endan- 
ger the  public  peace.  I  allow  the 
utility  of  an  eftabhdied  Liturgy ;  I 
allow  the  propriety  of  requiring  from 
minifters  a  confent  to  the  ufe  of  it ; 
and  1  think  that  no  man  lliould  enter 
into  the  Church,  who  is  of  opinion 
that  there  is  any  thing  in  the  Liturgy, 
which  he  can  not  with  a  fafe  confcience 
life  ;  but  I  plead  for  indulgence  to  thofe. 
whofe  fentiments  on  fome  points  may 
become  changed  ;  even  Doctor  Clarke, 
who  in  the  firll:  Edition  of  his  incom- 
parable book  on  the  Trinity  allowed 
that   "  by  analogy  the   Holy  Spirit  may 
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alfo  be  defired  to  convey  fuch  gifts  as 
it  is  his  peculiar  office  to  diibibiite  to 
the  Church,"  feems  to  iiave  changed 
his  mind  on  that  important  point,  as 
the  paffage  is  left  out  in  all  the  fubfe- 
quent  editions  of  that  work.  Though 
a  friend  to  Uniformity,  I  am  not  fuch 
a  rigid  friend  to  it,  as  to  think  that 
(lender  deviations  from  it  Hiould  be 
harflily  interpreted  ;  ftridtly  fpeaking, 
every  Bifliop  would  have  right  on  his 
fide  in  executing  ecclefiaftical  vengeance 
againft  fuch  Clergymen,  in  his  diocefe, 
as  omitted  the  ufe  of  the  Athanalian 
Greed  ;  but  none,  I  hope,  would  either 
hunt  after  an  occafion  for  exercifing 
this  Summum  juSj  or  be  happy  in  its 
being  prefented  to  him  by  others : 
all  of  them,  I  truft,  would  agree 
with  Bifliop  Taylor  in  faying,  "  that 
there  is  no  {tumbling  block  more  trou- 
blefome  or  dangerous,  than  a  fevere, 
literal,  and  rigorous  exadting  of  laws 
in   all   cafes."— And    this   puts   me   in 
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mind  of  adding  a  word  on  the  utility 
of  reviling,  at  flated  periods,  conftitu- 
tions  of  all  kinds,  civil  or  eccleiiaftical. 

"  That  our  Liturgy  and  Articles  of 
Religion  fliould,  from  time  to  time, 
pafs  under  a  formal  Examination,  even 
if  nothing  ihoiild  be  found  alterable 
therein,"  has  been  very  wifely  faid  by 
the  Author  of  the  "  Hints ;"  for  it 
would  be  a  Satisfa6lion  to  find  that 
nothing  wanted  alteration ;  or,  as  would 
generally  be  the  cafe,  it  would  be  a 
comfort  to  good  Men  to  know,  that 
what  did  want  alteration  was  in  the 
way  of  being  reformed.  The  very 
principle  recommended  by  this  Author 
doth  in  fact  make  a  part  of  the  Con- 
ilitution  of  fome  of  the  States  in  Ame- 
rica; and  in  particular  of  the  State  of 
Pennfylvania.  In  the  47th  Se6lion  of 
the  Plan  of  Government  of  that  State, 
a  Council  of  Cenf or s  is  eftabliflied,  which 
is  to  be  appointed  every  feventh  Year, 
and  to   contiuiie  in  authority  one  year. 

The 
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The  duty  of  this  Council  is,  not  only 
to  inquire  whether  "  the  Conflitution 
has  been  preferved  inviolate,  but  to 
propofe  the  amendment  of  any  article 
of  the  Conflitution  which  may  be  de- 
fedive,  and  to  add  fuch  as  are  neceffary 
for  the  prefervation  of  the  rights  and 
happinefs  of  the  people." 

It  is  time  to  draw  tow^ards  a  conclu- 
iion.  What  is  it  then,  it  may  be  faid, 
that  you  wiili  to  have  done  ?  You 
have  already  admitted,  that  you  think 
the  majority  of  the  Legiflature  are 
Trinitarians,  and  that  the  National  Re- 
ligion ought  to  be  the  Religion  of  the 
Majority,  and  confequently  that  no 
change  ought  to  take  place— ^Softly, 
good  Sirs,  permit  me  to  draw  my  own 
confequences,  and  to  ftate  miy  own- 
opinions.  And  the  molt  leading  fea- 
ture of  my  humble  opinion  is ;  that 
every  obrtrudion  to  a  free  and  impartial 
examination  of  the  w^ord  of  God,  ihoukl- 
be  removed  from  the  minds  of  all- 
men. 
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men,  and  efpecially  from  the  minds  of 
the  Clergy.  They  are  now  bound  to 
fubfcribe  articles  of  Rehgion,  and  to 
declare  that  every  thing  contained  in 
the  Book  of  Common- Prayer  is  agreea- 
ble to  the  word  of  God,  at  an  age  when, 
it  may  reafonably  be  prefumed,  few  of 
them  have  an  accurate  knowledge  of 
what  the  word  of  God  is,  in  many  im- 
portant points.  A  prejudice  in  favour 
of  particular  do6lrines  is,  by  thefe  means, 
unwarily  planted  in  their  minds,  it 
grows  with  their  erowth,  it  choaks  that 
freedom  of  Underllanding  which  can 
alone  produce  truth,  and  overpowers 
in  a  thouiand  inilances  their  urmoft 
endeavours  to  root  it  out.  And  w^hen 
it  is  further  confidered,  that  the  religi- 
ous opinions  which  were  thus  at  firft 
imbibed,  are  through  Life  flrengthened 
by  a  profpedt  of  emolument  held  out 
to  thofe  who  adhere  to  them  ;  and  that 
a  profeffion  of  other  opinions  is  at- 
tended with  dancrer  to  a  man's  fortunes, 
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and  with  difgrace  to  his    reputation,  I 
can  not  fee  how  it  can  properly  be   ex- 
pected that  any,  except  a  few  anomalous 
and  eccentric   charaBers    fliould    have 
courage  to  examine  the  ground  on  which 
their  faith  is  built.      '^  Men,"   fays   Mr. 
Locke,  "  are  fond  of  certain  tenetsHipoa 
no    other    evidence    but     refpei^l     and 
cuftom,   and  think  they  mult  maintain 
them,    or    all    is   gone ;    though   they 
have  never  examined  tiie  ground   they 
{land  on,   nor  have  ever  made  them  out 
to  themfclves,   or  can  make   them   out 
to  others.     We  fliould  contend  earneftly 
for  the  truth,    but   we   fliould   firft   be 
fure  that  it  is  Truth,   or  elfe  we  fight 
ao-aintl  GoO\^   who  is  the  God  of  truth, 
and  do  the  work  of  the  Devil,    who   is 
the  father  and  propagater  of  lies  ;    and 
our  zeal,  though  never  fo   warm,   will 
not  excufeus;   for   this    is   only  preju-- 
dice/'      An  abfolute   IndifFerency   as   to 
the  truth  or  falfehood  of  religious  opi- 
nions, is  the  only  bafis  on  which  men 
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fliould  ground  all  their  inquiries  into 
the  meaning  of  the  word  of  God.  So 
far  am  I  from  thinking  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  a  Chriftian  Magiftrate,  to  in- 
fluence men's  judgements  with  refpe6l 
to  religious  do6trines,  by  rewards  and 
puniiliments,  that  I  conceive  it  to  be 
quite  the  contrary  ;  I  conceive  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  leave  men's  judgements  as 
free  and  uninfluenced  as  he  poflibly 
can,  confiftently  with  the  fafety  of 
that  religious  eftabiifliment,  which,  for 
the  common  good,  he  hath  thought 
fit  to  introduce  and  to  fupport.  It  is 
an  obftru6lion  to  Truth  for  a  Magiftrate 
to  profefs  his  attachment  to  any  par- 
ticular fe6t  in  Religion ;  becaufe  the 
authority  and  reverence  annexed  to  his 
Civil  ftation,  extend  themfelves  to  his 
religious  perlualion  ;  and  men  are  in- 
duced to  embrace  doc^trines,  not  from 
a  convidlion  that  they  are  true,  but 
from  a  certainty  that  they  are  believed 
to  be  fo  by  the  Magiftrate,  and  from  a 
4  con- 
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confufed  notion  of  the   infallibility  of 
his  judgment.      This  evil,   unavoidably 
incident  to  the  fituation  of  every   Ma- 
giftrate  who  fupports  any  one  denomi- 
nation   of   Chriftians   by   an    exclufive 
patronage,    fliould  be  kept   within    as 
connned  bounds,    as  the   nature   of  it 
will  admit.      He  fliould  not  be  fo  nar- 
row-minded as  to  imagine  the  common 
good  to    be  fo    infeparably    connedied 
with   his   religious    belief,    as   that  he 
ought  to  difcourage  the  free   difcuffiou 
of    all   other    religious    opinions:    he 
fhould  not  be  fo  bigoted  as  to  fuppofe 
himfelf  pofTeiTed  of  any  degree  of  iu- 
fallibihty,    but  modefdy  to  admit  that 
other  men  may  be  as  honeft  and  wife 
as  liunfelf ;    he   ought  in   no    manner 
to  obftruc!:,  but  to  give  a   free   current 
to  the  fentiments  of  others,   and  when- 
ever the  tide  of  opinion  Ihquld  change, 
inrtead  of  refifting  it  by  his  authority, 
he  ought  to  fuffer  himfelf  to  be  carried 
away  by  it.      Had  the  Civil  Magidrate, 
H  in 
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in  the  different  Hates  of  Chriftendoai 
iince  the  age  of  Conftantine,  adled  upon 
fuch  an  enlarged  plan  of  moderation 
and  free  inquiry,  I  am  as  much  con- 
vinced as  I  can  be  of  any  thing  fo  in- 
capable of  proof,  that  either  an  unity 
of  opinion  in  dodrine  and  worfliip 
would  long  ago  have  taken  place 
amongft  Chrlflians,  or  that  perfecution 
atleaft,  of  every  kind  and  degree,  would 
have  been  utterly  abolillied,  from  the 
conftitutions  of  all  civil  governments, 
and  its  fpirit  extinguiflied  in  the  hearts 
of  individuals.  If  then  1  might  be 
permitted  to  hint  what  appears  to  me 
proper  to  be  done,  I  fliould  fay — That 
a  commillion  fliould  be  iffued,  impow- 
ering  an  equal  number  of  Laymen  and 
Churchmen,  to  revife  the  Liturgy ; 
and  to  propofe  to  the  confideration  of 
Parliament,  fuch  alterations  in  it  as 
they  Ihould  think  fit ;  having  refpe6l 
in  the  execution  of  their  office  to  what 
was  done  by  the  commiffioners  in  1689, 
J  to 
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to  what  has  fince  been  offered  from  thd 
prefs  ill  various  publications,  and  to 
what  has  been  adopted  in  the  Liturgy 
of  the  EpifcopaUan  Church  in  Americao 
"That  fubfcription  to  the  39  Articles 
of  ReligioUj  and  to  the  2d  and  3d  Arti- 
cles of  the  36th  Canon,  and  the  decla- 
ration of  afient  and  con.fent  to  the  book 
of  Common  Prayer,  fliould  be  laid  afid^ 
wholly,  ualefs  it  fliould  be  thought  fip 
*o  preferve  the  fubfcription  to  articles 
made  againfl  Popery. -.^That  every  per-^ 
foa  when  he  is  ordained,  or  infbituted 
to  a  benefice^  fliall  make  and  fubfcribe 
the  following  declaration  or  one  to  thq 
farne  fenfe?— I  believe,  the  canonical 
Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Tefta- 
ment  to  be  the  word  of  Qodj  and  tg 
contain.  ^U  things  necefTary  to  Salvor 
lion  ;  ^nd  I  do  folemnly  engage  to  cori^ 
form  to  the  l^iturgy  pf  tjie  Ghurcli  pf 
Englatidj  as  it  is  now  by  l^w  eitabllfhedo 
Jfc  becomes  not  ^n  individiiaj  who  ha^ 
Jippes  of  feing  ^  biifiriefs  iifideitajceii 
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by  proper  authority,  to  be  forward  in 
anticipating  public  wifdom,  by  obtrud- 
ing his  fentiments  upon  it ;  nor  would 
I  have  ventured  to  mention  mine,  but 
to  obviate  the  cenfure  ufually  thrown 
upon  reformers,  of  dealing  in  generals. 
By  fome  fuch  plan  of  alteration  as 
is  here  propofed,  neith&r  the  conftitu- 
tion  or  government  of  the  eftablifhed 
Church  would  be  at  all  changed ;  we 
Ihould  have  the  fame  conformity  to  the 
ufe  of  a  Liturgy  which  w^e  have  at 
prefent,  and  as  little  diverfity  of  doc- 
trine as  ought  to  be  defired.  Theology 
would  no  longer  be  narrowed  "  by 
corruption  into  a  trade  or  faction,  for 
mean  or  ill  ends,  and  fecular  interefts." 
The  prejudice  ariling  from  the  influ- 
ence of  cuftom,  from  the  authority  of 
party,  from  the  hope  of  emolument,  or 
the  fear  of  cenfure,  being  done  away, 
men  would  ftudy  the  do6trines  deli- 
vered by  the  facred  writers,  with  the 
fame  impartiality  as  they  do  the  doc- 
trines 
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trines  of  Newton  or  Hippocrates.  The 
great  queftion  in  debate  at  prefent 
amongft  us,  refpedls  the  perfon  of 
Chrift ;  he  who  has  any  wifli  for  its 
being  decided  one  way  rather  than  an- 
other, is  not  in  a  ftate  of  mind  for  the 
examining  which  way  it  ought  to  be 
decided.  To  think  rightly  in  Rehgion, 
is  a  matter  of  infinitely  more  import- 
ance to  every  man,  than  to  be  zealous 
iwfupporting  or  infubverting  eftabliflied 
do6trines.  If  any  man,  from  the  open- 
nefs  with  which  I  exprefs  my  fenti- 
ments,  fliall  accufe  me  of  being  at- 
tached to  the  principles  of  the  Unita- 
rians, or  of  being  inimical  to  the  con- 
ititution  of  the  Church  of  England,  I 
fhall  never  condefcend  to  give  any  other 
anfwer  to  his  calumny  than  what  I  now 
give ;  and  I  plainly  tell  him  that  he 
does  me  wrong.  I  am  attached  to  the 
word  of  God,  and  I  am  an  enemy  to 
whatever  obftrudls  men  in  their  endea- 
vours to  underltand  it ;  and  if  I  think 
H   3  that 


that  fubfcriptioii  to  human  articles  of 
faithj  is  a  mean  of  fuch  ob{lru6lionj 
I  am  neither  lingular  in  my  opinion  | 
nor  if  1  was  fingular,  could  I,  on  that 
account,  change  it. 

As  to  a  new  tranflation  of  the  Bible, 
t)i^^  which  amounts  to  much  the  fame 
things  a  proper  amendment  of  the  old 
one;  it  has  of  late  become  a  fort  of 
faflilon  to  difcourage  the  idea  of  at^ 
tempting  it,  I  muft,  however,  profefs^ 
that  I  fee  much  litilityj  and  no  danger 
whatever  in  the  defigni,  A  iingle  fer^ 
mon  would  explain  to  the  moft  illite- 
rate congregation  cf  Chriftians  in  the 
kingdom  the  neceffity  for  undertakings 
and  the  advantage  which  would  attend^ 
the  execution  of  the  work.  Men  of 
every  condition  would  be  no  more  ftart- 
led  or  fcandalissed  at  hearing  read  in  the 
church  a  new  tranflation  of  the  Leffons^ 
than  they  were  at  hearing  read  a  new 
tranflation  of  the  EpiMes  and  Gofpels 
on  the    laft   revifal    of   the   Liturgy  5 

when 
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when  the  Epillles  and  Gofpels  were 
taken  out  of  our  prefent  tranllation  of 
the  Bible,  they  being  read  before  ac- 
cording to  the  old.  The  helps  towards 
a  due  accomplifliment  of  this  work  are 
numerous  ;  for,  not  to  fpeak  particu- 
larly of  Lowth,  Newcome,  Blaneyj  and 
others,  every  commentator,  either  in 
our  own  or  in  other  countries,  who 
has  written  upon  the  whole,  or  on  any 
part  of  the  Bible,  fince  it  was  laft  tranf- 
lated  into  Englill:i,  might  be  confulted 
with  advantage:  for  there  are  few  of 
them  who  do  not  fliew  many  inftances 
in  which  the  meaning  of  particular 
words,  or  the  fenfe  of  whole  pafTages, 
have  been  miftaken,  or  obfcured  by 
former  tranflators.  It  may  not  be  im- 
proper, however,  to  wait  till  fome 
works  which  are  now  announced  to 
the  public,  or  are  fpeedily  expelled  to 
be  fo,  are  completed. — -Dr.  Geddes's 
work  (I  wifh  it  may  meet  with  due 
encouragement)  will  no  doubt  afford 
H  4  great 
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great  affiftance,  whenever  a  new  tranf- 
lation  of  the  Bible  for  public  ufe  fhall 
be  undertaken. — Dr.  Sy77ionds' s  '^  Cri- 
tical Obfervations  on  our  prefent  Ver- 
sion of  the  Gofpels  and  Acfts  of  the 
Apoftles"  will  be  found  highly  ufeful. 
This  gentleman,  not  more  eminent  for 
his  great  learning  than  for  his  benevo- 
lence and  probity,  has  with  much  in- 
duftry  and  accuracy  compared  our 
tranflation  with  the  moft  celebrated 
modern  tranflations,  and  fliewn,  by  the 
comparifon,  its  excellencies  and  defe6ls: 
he  has  moreover  pointed  out,  with 
great  fldll,  many  grammatical  errors  in 
our  prefent  tranflation.  Our  Bible  has 
been  faid  to  be  the  ftandard  of  the 
EngliHi  Language  ;  whoever  wiflies  to 
read  his  Bible  freed  from  obfcurity  and 
ambiguity  of  conrtrucStion,  or  to  fee 
the  llandard  of  our  language  rendered 
grammatically  corre6t,  will  join  with 
roe  in  wifliing,  that  this  gentleman  will 
compleat  his   plan  by  giving  us  "  his 

Remarks 
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Remarks  on  the  Epiftles."— An  impor- 
tant work,  "  A  Tranllation  of  the 
New  Teftament,  with  Notes  juftifying 
the  Deviation  from  the  prefent  Tranf- 
lation,"  is  faid  to  be  expe6led  from  Mr. 
Wakefield,  I  forbear  fpeaking  of  the 
claffical  knowledge,  and  the  critical 
Acumen^  of  this  gentleman  ;  they  are 
known  to  every  fcholar  at  home  and 
abroad.  The  giving  this  intimation  of 
his  delign,  I  thought  would  be  accept- 
able to  the  public ;  and  I  am  happy  in 
doing  this  juftice  to  the  charadler  of  a 
man,  whofe  perfon  1  neither  know,  or 
ever  faw. 

In  taking  leave  now,  and  perhaps 
for  ever,  of  my  Reader,  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  exprefiing  my  fatisfa6tion, 
at  the  glorious  profpedl  of  the  preva- 
lence of  general  freedom,  and  general 
happinefs,  which  is  opening  to  our 
view  in  every  part  of  Europe,  The 
principles  of  civil  and  religious  liberty 
are  beginning  to  be  every  where  un- 

derftood, 
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derftood,  in  the  fame  enlarged  manner^ 
in  which  they  have  lon^  been  under^- 
Hood  by  ourfelves.  The  defpotifm 
which  yet  fiibfiiis  in  Europe,  will  foon 
be  every  where  changed  into  law^ful 
rule,  and  right  fupremacy.  Princes  will 
no  longer  put  their  trutl  in  Handing 
armies,  but  in  the  aife6Lions  of  their 
people.  Tyrants  will  become  kings. 
Other  nations  will  acquire  the  liberty ; 
will  then  emulate  the  loyalty ;  and 
ultimately  enjoy  the  happinefs  of  the 
people  of  Britain.  The  writings  of 
the  Remonftrants  in  Holland,  and  of 
Mr.  hocke  in  England,  have  eltablifhed 
the  natural  juftice,  and  the  political 
Utility,  of  religious  toleration,  not  only 
in  thofe  countries,  but  in  all  other 
parts  of  Europe  and  America,  where 
they  have  been  properly  ftudied,  on 
the  immutable  foundation  of  truth. 
The  Fiend  of  perfecution,  which  for  io 
many  ages,  in  a  thoufand  hideous, 
formsj  frightened  and    tormented  the 

Church 
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Ghtifcli  of  Ghrift,  is  at  length  fub* 
dued  by  the  bright nefs  of  hh  coming  % 
the  true  fpirit  of  his  Religion  is  at 
length  coming  into  the  hearts  of  all 
men;  and  when  it  fiiall  have  taken  full 
poifeffion,  when  it  fliall  have  wholly- 
driven  out  the  fpirit  of  Antichrijl^  men 
will  either  agree  \\\  religions  opinions, 
or  they  will  ceafe  not  only  from  pu- 
nifliing)  but  from  difliking  one  an- 
other, on  account  of  their  difagree- 
ment.  It  is  true,  our  ftatute-book  flill 
continues  to  \x.  blackened  by  the  exift- 
ence  of  penal  laws  eftablidied  againll 
fe6laries ;  but,  it  is  as  true,  that  the 
hearts  of  moi^c  men,  on  both  fides  of 
the  I'weed^  revolt  at  the  idea  of  putting 
them  in  force.  There  may  be  a  rem- 
nant of  bigotry  and  intolerance  in  a 
few  churchmen  %  there  may  be  a  little 
t)f  the  four  leven  of  non-conformity 
in  a  fev/  fe61aries  ;  but  both  of  them 
are  kept  from  doing  mifchief  to  man- 
kindj  by  the  general  perijiiafion— that 

every 
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every  one  who  keeps  the  peace,  is  an- 
fwerable  in  concerns  of  Rehgion  to  God, 
and  not  to  man  : — ^a  future  and  no  very 
diilant  day  will  remove  from  both  fides 
the  remaining  obftrudlions  to  a  com- 
freheitfion.  One  fide  will  think  that  it 
does  not  become  their  enlarged  minds 
to  feparate  from  their  brethren  in 
Chrifl,  on  account  of  a  few  indifferent 
ceremonies,  or  of  fome  particularities 
in  the  conftitution  and  government  of 
the  Church,  in  themfelves  not  eflential 
parts  of  a  Chriftian's  faith  or  worlhip; 
and  the  other,  with  equal  liberaUty, 
will  fee  reafon  to  relinquifh  their  fuf- 
picions,  to  abandon  their  jealoufies,  to 
be  afliamed  of  the  prejudices  of  their 
anceftors,  and  to  rejoice  in  refi:oring 
their  brethren  in  fociety,  to  the  rights 
of  citizens. — It  utterly  exceeds  my  fa- 
gacity  to  account  for  the  origin  of 
that  religious  bigotry,  which  has,  at 
different  times,  difgraced  every  deno- 
mination  of  Chriilians.     I  can    fee  a 

reafon. 
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i'eafon,  why  a  man  lliould  contend 
with  zeal  agamft  Atheifts  and  Deifts; 
(though  he  Ihould  not  lay  alide  either 
his  charity  or  good  manners  in  con- 
tending even  with  them,)  and  the  rea- 
fon  is  a  reafon  of  weight ;  for  an  ad- 
miflion  of  their  principles  would  rob 
him  of  his  ftrongeft,  in  my  opinion 
(notwithftanding  all  that  has  ever  been 
written  on  the  nature  of  the  foul) 
would  rob  him  of  his  only  hope  of  im- 
mortality,— the  Truth  of  the  Chriftian 
Religion.  But  why  Epifcopahans  and 
Frejbyteria7is  fliould  be  angry  with 
each  other  for  not  following  the  fame 
form  of  Church  government — why 
Calvinijis  and  j^rminians  ihould  devour 
one  another  for  not  thinking  alike  on 
the  Jive  points — why  Atbanafmns  and 
Unitarians  flionld  calumniate  one  an- 
other for  not  agreeing  as  to  the  quan^ 
turn  of  honour  which  is  to  be  given  to 
Jefus  Chrift,  when  they  both  agree  in 
believing,  that  he  ii  indeed  the  Cbrijl^ 
7  tb& 
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the  Saviour  of  the  wor/d-^^ll  this  quite 
exceeds  my  ability  to  account  for ;  I 
fliouM  think  it  an  incredible  perveriion 
of  underftanding,  if  experience  did  not 
ihew  that  it  was  a  fa6t, 

I  have  now  fiibmitted  to  the  public^ 
with  great  plainnefs  and  fincerity,  my 
fentiments  on  an  important  fubjedt^ 
and  1  hope  1  have  done  it  in  a,  manner 
which  will  offend  none.  All  argiim€nts 
isd  invidiQiny  ad  odhmt  ad  ridicuhijn  % 
all  flhigSj  and  gtrdii  ^nd  Jlrokes ;  all 
the  petty  artillery  of  Theological  con-' 
troverfy,  as  neither  fuited  to  ferious 
minds,  or  ferious  fubjefls,  I  have  dif-» 
dained  to  uft.  As  to  the  fentiments 
themfelves,  I  can  not  expect  that  they 
will  be  agreeable  to  all  i  and  they  may 
probably  e}cperience  the  pnhUc  ecnfures 
of  fome»  If  this  Hiould  be  the  cafe^ 
it  may  be  proper  in  me  (left  my  future 
filence  llioiild  be  mifcoaftrued  into  2^ 
chan£:e  of  fentiment)  now  to  declare,--^ 
that  I  do  not  mean  tQ  writ^-  mj  mov^ 
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on  this  fubje<5l. — The  confiderations, 
if  they  are  proper,  will  not  Hand  in 
need  of  my  fupport ;  and  if  they  are 
improper,  I  do  not  wifli  that  they 
fliould  either  have  my  fupport,  or  that 
of  any  other  man.  I  conclude  in  the 
words  of  thp  ever  memorable  Ha/es^  of 
Etoft :  "  It  hath  been  the  c  ;mmon  dif*- 
eafe  of  Chriftians,  from  the  beginning, 
not  to  content  themfelves  with  that 
meafure  of  Faith,  which  God  and 
Scriptures  have  expreilly  afforded  us  ; 
but  out  of  a  vain  defire  to  know  more 
than  is  revealed,  they  have  attempted 
to  difcufs  things  of  which  we  can  have 
no  light  neither  from  reafori  or  Reve^ 
lation  ;  neither  have  they  refled  here, 
but  upon  pretence  of  Church  autho- 
rity, which  is  none ;  or  tradition,  which 
for  the  mofl  part  is  but  figment ;  they 
have  peremptorily  concluded,  and  con- 
fidently impofed  upon  others,  a  necelTity 
of  entertaining  concluiions  of  that  na- 
ture.—— —Were   Liturgies    and    public 

forms 
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forms  of  fervice  fo  framed,  as  that  they 
admitted  not  of  particular  and  private 
fancies,  but  contained  only  fuch  things, 
as  in  which  all  Chrillians  do  agree, 
Schifms  on  opinion  were  utterly  va- 
nifhed.  For  conjider  of  all  the  Liturgies 
that  are^  or  ever  have  been^  and  reinove 
from  them  zvhatfoever  is  fcandalous  to 
any  party^  and  leave  nothing  but  what 
all  agree  on^  and  the  event  Jhall  be^  that 
the  public  fervice  and  honour  of  God  Jhall 
no  ways  fuffer,'^ 
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